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HOW TO MAKE FLAT ROOFS 


Doubly Useful nv LITTLE COST 


New Celotex Product Makes Inviting Recreation Space 
Out of Old or New Roof Decks 


C. LOTEX PROMENADE TRAFFIC TOP 
is a brand-new product which trans- 
forms ordinary flat roofs into useful 
play or recreation space at very mod- 
erate cost. Apartment hotels—houses— 
hospitals and business blocks gain in 
value and tenant-appeal when they in- 
clude such an attractive recreation spot 
as the one pictured here. 


Adding no more weight than a slag 
or gravel surfacing, Celotex Prome- 
nade Traffic Top has a resilient non- 
slip surface which is comfortable under 
foot. It deadens sound, and adds years 
to the life of roofing by protecting it 
from blistering sun rays. 

Made of special Celotex, thoroughly 
impregnated with selected bitumens, 


CELOTEX 


REG VU S PAT OFF 


PROMENADE 


RAFFIC 


TRAOE MARE 


this new Celotex Product is available 
in several colors. It passes firebrand 
tests, and is proofed against termites 
and dry rot by the exclusive, patented 
Ferox Process. 


Mail the coupon today for complete details 
on Celotex Promenade Traffic Top. 


or 


CELOTEX CORPORATION © 919 N. MICHIGA 


r 





Copyright 1985, The Celetea Corporstio8 
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AWARDS: WHEATON COLLEGE COMPETITION 


ST : CONDUCTED BY THE MUSEUM OF MODERN ART AND THE ARCHITECTURAL FORLM., 
JURY: DR. WALTER CURT BEHRENDT, JOHN McANDREW (Chairman), STANLEY R. McCANDLESS, JOHN WELLBORN ROOT, DR 
ESTHER ISABEL SEAVER, EDWARD STONE, ROLAND WANK .. . PROFESSIONAL ADVISER GEORGE NELSON 
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| Dorsey 
PRIZE: RICHARD BENNETT (above right) and CALEB HORNBOSTEL, New York City. 


PLACED SECOND: WALTER GROPIUS and MARCEL BREUER, Cambridge, Mass 
PLACED THIRD: PAUL WIENER, JOHN W. STEDMAN, PIERRE BEZY, New York City. 
PLACED FOURTH: ALEXIS DUKELSK!, New York City. 


PLACED FIFTH: PERCIVAL GOODMAN, New York City. 
LYNDON AND SMITH, Detroit, Mich 
EERO SAARINEN, Bloomfield Hills, Mich. 5 


MENTION: 
ROBERT GREEN and GORDON BUNSHAFT, New York City 
ROBERT T. HANDREN, New York City. 
CARTER EDMUND HEWITT, Peoria, III. 





GEORGE HOWE, Philadelphia 

RICHARD J. NEUTRA, Los Angeles 

G. HOLMES PERKINS and FRANCES W. HARTWELL, Boston 

JOHN B. RODGERS, WILLIAM T. PRIESTLEY, JR., and CARL F. BRAUER 
New York City. 


| The report of the Jury, biographies of successful competitors, and the premiated designs will be published in the 
AUGUST issue of THE ARCHITECTURAL FORUM. 
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AMERICAN GAS ASSOCIATION COMPETITION 


CONDUCTED BY THE ARCHITECTURAL FORUM 


THE JURY: CHAIRMAN: H. ROY KELLEY, Los Angeles, Calif. ARCHITECTS: ERIC W. HALDENBY, Toronto, Canada, JOSEPH V. HUD- 
NUT, Cambridge, Mass., RICHARD KOCH, New Orleans, La., ALFRED P. SHAW, Chicago, IIl., and OTTO TEEGEN, New York, N. Y. HOME 
DEVELOPERS: WALTER J}. COLLET, Scarsdale, N. Y., HUGH POTTER, Houston, Texas and WAVERLY TAYLOR, Washington, D. C. TOWN 


PLANNER: CLARENCE S. STEIN, New York, N. Y. 


THE WINNERS: 
CLASS I. HOME COMPETITION 


$1,000 PRIZES 


ALDEN BECKER, Los Angeles, Calif 

W. C. HOUTZ, ARTHUR McVOY, LEON- 
ARD WAYMAN, Bloomfield Hills, Mich 

CLARENCE W. JAHN, EDWIN A. WAG- 
NER, Milwaukee, Wis. 

JOHN STENKEN, Leonia, N. J. 


CLASS Il. HOME COMPETITION 


$1,000 PRIZES 


HAYS, SIMPSON AND HUNSICKER, Cleve- 
land, Ohio 

CLARENCE W. JAHN and EDWIN A. WAG- 
NER, Milwaukee, Wis. 

JOSEPH SHILOWITZ, Jersey City, N. J. 

HUGH STUBBINS and MARC PETER, JR., 
Boston, Mass. 


$300 PRIZES 


GEORGE D. CONNOR, Washington, D. C. 

FRANK S. DOUGHERTY, Wilmington, Del. 

HENRY P. POLI, Mt. Lebanon, Pittsburgh, 
Pa., and JAMES J. STEVENSON, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa. 

HERBERT STRUPPMANN, Woodhaven, 
N. Y. and HERBERT NEUMANN, Jamaica, 
N. Y. 


$300 PRIZES 


STEPHEN J. ALLING, New York City 
JOHN HIRONIMUS, New York City 

R. C. LEVANAS, Los Angeles, Calif. 
MARSHALL H. WALKER, Shreveport, La. 


NEIGHBORHOOD PLANNING COMPETITION 


$1,000 PRIZE 

W. STUART THOMPSON, DONAL 
McLAUGHLIN and JOSEPH WHITNEY, 
New York City 


HONORABLE MENTIONS: 


W. J. POLLOCK and A. A. SCOTT, Rose- 
burg, Ore. 

HAYS, SIMPSON AND HUNSICKER, Cleve- 
land, Ohio 


$500 PRIZE 


GEORGE W. WICKSTEAD, Mt. Airy, Phila- 
delphia, Pa. and R. ANDREW BUSTARD, 
Collingdale, Pa., and S. DALE KAUFMAN, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 


THE 
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$200 PRIZES 


FREDERICK E. EMMONS, JR. and DONN 
EMMONS, Los Angeles, Calif. 

J. HERSCHEL FISHER, Austin, Texas 

HAYS, SIMPSON and HUNSICKER, Cleve- 
land, Ohio 

TALLIE B. MAULE, Sand Springs, Okla. and 
GEORGE W. EDWARDS, Oklahoma City, 
Okla. 


$200 PRIZES 


MALCOLM P. CAMERON, HOWARD A. 
TOPP, Los Angeles, Calif. 

YUKIO KAKO, Los Angeles, Calif. 

MAXWELL ARDEN NORCROSS, Cleveland, 
Ohio 

LOIS WILSON WORLEY, Norman, Okla. 


$200 PRIZE 
JAMES M. BERKEY, Spokane, Wash. 
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ON JUDGMENT DAYS 
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Getting the competitor’s point of view: 


Jury Chairman H. Roy Kelley, an official 
John Beincrt Photos PG 





DONN of the American et eee and Competition drawings filled the great hall of the Business Administration Building 
Otto Teegen (in the background) , at the New York World’s Fair. The Jury is taking a final vote on submissigns in 
examine a brief. Class |. 

Cleve- 

la. and 

1 City, | 

D A. 

land, ' 





Otto Teegen records Dean WHudnut’s 
vote: the verdict is apparently unani- 
mous. 

e mut 
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By afternoon the Jury takes to its chairs. From left to right: Richard Koch, Dean f 
Hudnut, Major Haldenby, Waverly Taylor, Alfred Shaw (standing), Hugh Potter, F 
Walter J. Collett, H. Roy Kelley and Clarence Stein. 


The first day ends: Walter | 
Collett, Dean Hudnut; ready to 
leave, Major Haldenby; at the 
table, Alfred Shaw and Chair- 
man Kelley. 





Clarence Stein checks what a neigh- 
borhood planning competitor has writ- 
ten against what he drew. 
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THE REPORT OF THE JURY 


Competitive programs are usually of two types—either 
very explicit in stating definite and somewhat special con- 
ditions, or so general that the competitor has a vast lati- 
tude. The first kind is often criticized because it limits the 
imagination and ingenuity of the competitor by holding 
him down to a concrete problem, and the second can also 
be attacked because it means the competitor must write 
his own program. That, in itself, is not so difficult provided 
he has definite points of view, but usually with so much 
freedom he is confronted with such a variety of approaches 
that he has difficulty in deciding which to choose. 

To solve a program such as stated in this competition is 
almost as if a client came to your office and commissioned 
you to design a house incorporating all the good ideas you 
ever had. The usual questions one generally asks a client 
regarding site, exposure, topography or special requirements 
of plan that might be necessary to satisfy the living habits 
of the family, are not forthcoming. He refuses to give you 
any information except that he is married, has two or three 
children and does not wish the house to exceed more than 
a certain cube. He will not state a preference for a one- 
story or two-story structure, you do not know whether he 
is an outdoors man who would like his house to open out 
onto terraces and gardens, or whether he prefers the quiet 
seclusion of a sheltered indoors life. You do not know 
whether he has one car or two, whether he has a maid who 
lives in the house or one who comes in by the day. In fact, 
gentlemen, you would have a tough customer on your 
hands. His excuse for not giving you more detailed infor- 
mation might be that he does not want to restrict your 
imagination or inhibit your own preferences because he 
wants the best that you, to whom he looks for professional 
advice as he would his doctor for medical attention, can 
give him. 

You may not like this kind of client but times are bad 
and you take him on. You decide that by some hook or 
crook, you will be able to gather some information about 
him from those who know him around town or by looking 
up the records, but upon investigation vou find that he is 
a newcomer, knows no one and there is no data concerning 
him. And so you either take the bull by the horns and 
decide to give him a house that you, who know nothing 
about him, think he would be happy to live in, or you 
decide to drop him and wait for someone else to ring your 
office bell. You and six hundred others decided to tackle 
him and your solutions under the circumstances are most 
commendable. 

The members of the Jury were fully aware of your diffi- 
culties, for they, too, were in the position of deciding which 
of several approaches were the best. Because of the lack 
of specific requirements the Jury had, in fact, as did the 
competitor, to write its own program. It arrived at it, how- 
NOTE: The Jury's Report on the NEIGHBORHOOD PLANNING COMPETI- 


TION, premiated and selected designs appear on pages 66 to 74. 
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THE 


ever, in a different manner, because it had an opportunity 
of surveying all the entries and taking the best suggestions 
from each to make up a composite whole, The result of 
such a correlation resulted in a fairly high standard which 
was not easy of attainment but which many of the com- 
petitors achieved. The Jury did not base its judgment on 
preconceived ideas but evaluated the good points of each 
design and criticized those details which it believed would 
be inherently bad in all small houses of this size. 

Since practically all the competitors placed the house 
with the entrance on the north, and the living quarters 
and bedrooms to the south, the matter of orientation did 
not become a feature of the judgment. Nor did the choice 
between one or two story houses arouse much discussion. 
Both had their good features, the one story plans allow- 
ing a greater flexibility of room arrangement but running 
the risk of losing cube to other purposes than livable area, 
while the two story houses found the disposition of the 
elements slightly more limited but were able to use cubage 
more economically and thus obtain larger rooms. 

In Class II it was generally conceded that a competitor 
who showed a two-car garage as well as a maid’s room and 
bath had come nearer a solution than one who had not 
provided them. A one-car garage for the Class I house was 
considered adequate although some questioned if in these 
days of motor necessity a family of four or five occupying 
a house of only 24,000 cubic feet would not require space 
for two cars. 

Because of the low amount of cubage used by some 
entrants in Class II who also provided a one-car garage 
only and no maid’s room, it appeared to the Jury that such 
designs must have been conceived as a solution for Class I, 
but entered in Class II when the cube was found to exceed 
24,000. Such entrants missed out entirely in Class IT, since 
they did not provide the accommodations deemed necessary 
to this size house and because it was apparent had they 
taken advantage of the available cubage they would have 
arrived nearer a satisfactory solution. 

Some on the Jury searched hard for good traditional 
houses amongst the many modern designs submitted, but 
apparently few of the competitors wished to solve their 
problems in the traditional manner and those few usually 
showed bad taste. 

The Jury was of the opinion generally that the garage 
placed adjacent to the service area of the house where the 
housewife could drive up with her market purchases and get 
them into the kitchen directly was better than having the 
garage far removed from the service wing necessitating an 
approach to the kitchen through the body of the house. 

There was no objection to placing the heating apparatus 
in the basement, but it was considered best to have the 


laundry on the first floor adjacent to the kitchen. As a 
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matter of fact, most of the competitors placed it there. 

Cross ventilation of bedrooms was commended, and it 
was surprising to find numbers of inside rooms where 
although there was plenty of glass on one side no cross 
ventilation would have been possible except by opening 
a door into the hall. 

Despite the fact that houses of 24,000 or 32,000 cu. ft. are 
still in the category of small houses, the rooms in them 
should be fairly ample. Had some of the competitors been 
better acquainted with actual building, they would have 
realized that owners are interested in getting as large rooms 
as possible for their money —and that they will accept 
luxuries involving waste space only after their basic require- 
ments have been satisfied. Too many competitors used so 
much cube in porches, wide halls, or corridors necessary 
for circulation that they had to cut the bedrooms to a 
minimum. There were very few submissions where one 
could find really adequate rooms. Average master’s rooms 
were about 10 x 12 ft. while some of the children’s rooms 
got down as low as 8 x 10 ft. Even though a bedroom may 
only be a place in which to sleep, more area than those just 
stated is required for adequate living. 

The kitchen and utility spaces were invariably studied 
to perfection. In fact, it seemed that many competitors 
spent much more time on this part of their work than on 
the solution of the problem proper. It was obvious from 
the sponsorship of the competition that these areas were 
significant, but these features were, after all, only a part of 
the problem and contingent on the real problem which was 
the design of the house itself. The Jury gave due regard to 
these service areas, but gave no particular credit to one 
who had a good kitchen and utility layout but could not 
give a convincing plan of the house itself. 

The usual difficulties, arising in any house design, of recon- 
ciling second floor areas with the layout determined for 
the first floor were present, resulting in an abundance of 
second floor deck space, sometimes usable but very often 
not. Such decks were usually an admission of bad planning, 
particularly when placed over living room areas. 

The plans submitted were on the whole much better than 
the elevations. Many competitors who showed a distinct 
talent in the organization of the plan had little concep- 
tion of the organization of the volumes growing out of 
that plan. Cantilevered roofs, lally columns and many so- 
called “modern” details were often used with as little 
reason as the traditionalist uses classic columns and 
pilasters. 

Lack of consideration of the placing of furniture was 
obvious in many of these plans in living as well as in bed- 
rooms. It may interest some to know it is not convenient 
to sleep directly under a bank of windows, neither from a 
health point of view nor one of light. Big area alone does 
not make a good living room. That depends on a good ar- 

rangement of furniture, the usability, as it were, of that 
area. Some essential pieces of furniture call for a blank wall 
and many competitors by breaking up the room with open- 
ings, fireplaces, and as much glass as possible provided for 
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not one adequate surface to take care of these needs, With 
all our attempts to tackle the problem of the small house, 
we will never arrive at a solution until the profession, and 
those who hope to be a part of it, take into consideration 
this vital factor of making the interior furnishable. 

It is unfortunate that with all the latitude in the world 
in the choice of site, surroundings, etc., many competitors 
did not give themselves a fair break, and assumed condd- 
tions that always have been and always will be practically 
impossible to solve. Those who used common sense and 
assumed conditions that were helpful to a good solution 
arrived at something better and deserve credit for their 
intelligence. 

It is also unfortunate that instead of correlating their 
own thoughts and attempting to give the clent a new 
house with a view of their own ideas, some competitors 
merely went to the filing cabinet, pulled out an old draw- 
ing that seemed to fill the bill, dolled it up and sent it out 
as a “new” work. Others forgot their professional pride 
even more by going to magazines and practically copying 
plans and elevations of actual work or past competitions, 
making only enough minor changes to prevent suit. The 
Jury at the time of the judgment had no documents to 
consult and, therefore, should not be held responsible for 
having chosen some plans which they found out later had 
obtained their inspiration from a careful study of past prize 
winners. The most that can be said to the credit of anyone 
who would take a scheme conceived by someone else is that 
he recognized a workable plan; and the fact that the Jury 
again found such schemes good would indicate that they 
must contain some degree of workability and merit. Such 
distinction however would hardly seem to be worth while 
by one who calls himself an architect. 

In conclusion, however, it should be said that all com- 
petitors deserve recognition for having bravely attacked 
one of the most difficult problems in architecture, the plan 
and design of the small house. It is through competitions 
of this sort that new ideas are promulgated, and it is inter- 
esting to observe through the years what influence competi- 
tion ideas have had on the trend and development of 
architectural design. Credit belongs to those who bring new 
ideas to a world needing them, and even though the world 
may not accept all of them, they are now, nevertheless, a 

matter of record. And, to those who feel a desire to make 
their small contribution to architectural progress, this 
should be a matter of some satisfaction. 

About 550 competitors submitted drawings in this com- 
petition; 320 entered in Class I, 188 entered in Class IT. Of 
these, ten were not included in the judgment because they 
exceeded the cubage limited by the program. The Jury 
convened at noon Wednesday, June eighth and finished its 
work at noon Saturday, June eleventh. The judgment was 
held in the Business Administration Building, New York 
World’s Fair, Flushing, New York. 

For the Jury by Otto Teegen 


NOTE: Captions on the premiated designs are by Mr. Tecgen. Those on the 
selected designs are taken from the competitors’ briefs. 





THE WINNERS 
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and EDWIN A W. D 


Faber 
CLARENCE W. JAHN eft HOUTZ, ARTHUR D. McVOY and LEONARD WAYMAN 
Milwaukee architect 


ALDEN BECKER, student, University 
WAGNER | (right (left to right civic design students at Cranbrook Academy of of Southern California. Class 1, $1,000 
Double Winners, Class | and Il, $1,000 Prizes. Art engaged in planning research. Class I, $1,000 Prize. Prize. 


JOHN STENKEN, Leonia, New Jersey GEORGE D. CONNER, Washington, 
architect, em; 


HENRY P. POLI and JAMES J. STEVENSON, architectural students at Car- 
ployed in office of H D. C. architect, adviser S.C.P.1. Class negie Institute of Technology. Poli, a native Pittsburgher, son of an Italian 
T. Lindeberg. Class 1, $1,000 Prize. 1, $300 Prize. 


ecclesiastical art worker, Stevenson from New Castle, Pa. Class 1, $300 Prize. 


FRANK DOUGHERTY, Wilmington, 


HERBERT WM NEUMANN 
Delaware designer, office of 


Brown STRUPPMANN (right), 
G Whiteside. Class 1, $300 Prize. 


(left) and HERBERT 
Pratt Institute graduates en- 


FREDERICK E. EMMONS, JR., Los Angeles architect, gen- 
gaged in rendering and free-lancing. Class 1, $300 Prize. 


eral practice, and DONN EMMONS, draftsman, office of 
Wm. Wilson Wurster. Brothers. Class 1, $200 Prize. 


eee eZ 


M. M. Ward Van Dyke 
J. HERSCHEL FISHER, Austin BYRON HUNSICKER (left), J. BYERS HAYS TALLIE B. MAULE, Sand Springs, Okla., and GEORGE W. EDWARDS, 
Texas draftsman. Class 1, $200 (center) and RUSSELL SIMPSON (right). Oklahoma City. Students at Oklahoma A. & M. Maule formerly em- 
Prize. Class 11, $1,000 Prize, Class I, $200 Prize. ployed by National Park Service, Class 1, $200 Prize. 
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JOSEPH SHILOWITZ, Jer- HUGH STUBBINS (left) and MARC PETER, JR right STEPHEN J. ALLING, New 
sey City architect. Class Ul, Boston architects. Stubbins work chiefly residenta York architect. Class 11, 
$1,000 Prize. Peter's, interiors and teaching. Class 1, $1,000 Prize. $300 Prize. $300 Prize 


~ —\ 
Berne-Meroe 


RAY C. LEVANAS, Los Angeles MARSHALL H. WALKER, Shreveport architect MALCOLM P. CAMERON (left and HOWARD A. TOP 
designer. Work chiefly houses. General practice associated with Henry E. Schwarz (right), Los Angeles architects. Work chiefly residences. Part 
Class 11, $300 Prize. Educated University of Texas. Class 11, $300 Prize. nership since 1930. Graduates of Corne!!. Class 11, $200 Prize. 


lan MeLaughlin 
YUKIO KAKO, student MAXWELL ARDEN NOR- LOIS WILSON WURLEY, DONAL McLAUGHLIN, JR., W. STUART THOMPSON 
University of Southern Cali- CROSS, Cleveland architect. Norman, Okla. Class Il, and JOSEPH F. WHITNEY (1. to r.), New York arct 
fornia. Class 11, $200 Prize. Class 11, $200 Prize. $200 Prize. tects. Class 11, Part 11, $1,000 Prize. 


R. ANDREW BUSTARD, Altoona, S. DALE KAUFMAN, Philadelphia. GEORGE W. WICKSTEAD, Philadel- JAMES M. BERKEY, Spokane 
Pa. draftsman in office of Hunter G Class Ji, Part ti, $300 Prize. phia landscape architect in office of architect. Class Wi, Part 11, 
Caldwell. Work chiefly residential. Bustard, Kaufman and Wickstead. Thomas W. Sears. $200 Prize. 
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$1,000 PRIZE CLASS 1. AGA COMPETITION 
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PLOT. PLAN 
"Ye" = P-0" 


SEE TYPE’ A’ HOUSE OR 
MEIGMBORHOOD. PLAN 





MASTER B.R. 
10* » 17° 





The only prize award receiving the unanimous vote of the jury for making the most 
of a good and thoroughly workable scheme in a minimum area. Since there was area 
to spare an improvement could easily be made to use this additional area to increase 
size of living and bedrooms. For compactness, relation of rooms and proportional size 
of each, this design is worthy of close study. 

Elevations are simple and expressive of the mode of living suggested on the plan. 
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w. C. HOUTZ, AKTHUR McVOY, LEONARD WAYMAN, BLOOMFIELD HILLS. MICHIGAN 
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DINING ; 
UTILITY R M& KITCHEN 
EQUIPMENT SCHEDULE 
@®@ FURNACE Ss R 1&2 
@ WATERHEATER @© WA B 
@ WASHER PP RANG € 
@ DRYER @® REFRIGERATOR 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 1301-O—American Stove Co. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model J-SOOA—Servel, Inc. 
WASHER: Thor Model 28 Hurley Machine Co. Div., 
DRYER: Thor Model 110-CL | poses Household Utilities 


IRONER: Thor Model 99 | Corp. 

WATER HEATER: Model 30-C—American Gas Products 
Corp. 

HEATING UNIT: Model 2-FE-5-80—American Gas Prod- 
ucts Corp. 
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$1,000 PRIZE CLASS 1. AGA COMPETITION 
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Not as direct a solution as the preceding design but with some very good features. . 
A two-car garage is provided, an exception in this class. The staircase was criticized, ° 
particularly where it makes a rather unpleasant form in the living-dining room. The 
plan is tight at this point, but living room would furnish well. The large terrace 
would provide ample outdoor living. 
The balcony on the second floor is restricted to use from the master’s room only, 
and with the ample size of this room this end of the house makes a fine suite. It 
is, however, achieved perhaps at the expense of the children’s rooms, the girl's room 
particularly being too small. o 


Although the rear elevation appears too cut up, the others are effective. 
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ALDEN BECKER, LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 
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PANT I + CLASS! 
HOUSE DESIGN 
COMPETITION 






SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 3914—American Stove Co. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model |-600—Servel, Inc. 
WASHER: Thor Model 106 AYX Hurley Machine Co. Div., 
DRYER: Thor Model 110-CC Electric Household Utilities 
IRONER: Thor Model 99 a 
WATER HEATER: AGP Dictator Model 402-C—-American 
Gas Products Corp 

e HEATING UNIT: Forced Air Unit Model 135 FAU— 
Payne Furnace and Supply Co. 
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A simple direct plan, garage, utility room and kitchen in good relation to each other 
and adjoining rooms. The playroom is an interesting feature and placed where it can 
receive close supervision. Entrance hall would look narrow and would be underlighted. 
Living-dining areas large for this size house and open out well on to the garden. Sofa 
in front of fireplace unfortunate in appearing to block entrance to room. 

Second floor well arranged although master’s room is too small and without good 
cross circulation. Three large rooms would have been better than four small. 
Exterior somewhat spotty, garage obviously stuck on. Window on second floor of north- 
east corner of east elevation unfortunate, but balcony on rear a commendable feature. 
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CLARENCE W. JAHN, EDWIN A. WAGNER, MILWAUKEE WIS. 
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ELEVATIONS UTILITY ROOM ISOMETRIC pAaT f 
ASS 1 
Be 
ij 
SERVICE EQUIPMENT 
RANGE: Magic Chef Model 3914—American Stove Co 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model |-SQO0OA—Servel, Inc. 
a Hurley Machine Co. Div., | 
. a J Electric Household Utilities , 
IRONER: Thor Model 99 | Corp 


DRYER: Wesco Cabinet Model—Charles Wesely Co 
WATER HEATER: De Soto Automatic Model 3-30—Ruud 
Mfg. Co 

HEATING UNIT: Janitrol Air Conditioner Model CF-120-37 
—Surface Combustion Corp. 

BATHROOM HEATER: “C Series’’—Armstrong Products Corp. : . 
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The living-dining area is spacious and the terraces adjoining are more than ample for 
comfortable outdoor living. The rear entrance is more satisfactory than in the drawing 
just described and the omission of one room on the sccond floor provides larger rooms 
for the three remaining. Adequate closet space for the children’s rooms is lacking. 
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SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 4000—American Stove Co. 
REFRIGERTOR: Electrolux Model |-600—Servel, Inc. 
DRYER: Chicago-Francis Model SC-296—Chicago Dryer Co. 
WATER HEATER: AGP Model 30-C—American Gas Prod- 
ucts Corp. 

HEATING UNIT: Lennox Gas Aire-Fio Model j1-!100— 
Lennox Furnace Co. 
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This plan does not appear so open and spacious as 
those plans awarded first prizes, but the areas have : 
been handled with the utmost usefulness and econ- 
omy. The jury did not like the tunnelled entrance 
hall, nor the wall separating the dining from the 
living space which disallows flexibility and expan- ; 
sion. The heater is well placed as far as a central 
location in the house is concerned. In general the 
jury was of the opinion the garage is better placed 
when contiguous to the service portion of the house. 
The second floor has excellent closet spaces, but 
seems cut up and provides a very small room for 
the boy. It is also unfortunate that the master 
should have to cross the stair hall to reach his bath. 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 1301-O—American Stove Co. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model J-600—Servel, Inc 
WASHER : Home Laundry—Bendix Home Appliances Co 
DRYER: Chicago-Francis Cabinet Model—Chicago Dryer Co. 
Hurley Machine Co. Div., 
IRONER: Thor Model 99— J Electric Household Utilities 















Corp. 
ss WATER HEATER: Model 402-C—American Gas Products 
“PENCIL Corp. 
PUSHER” 
PART A HEATING UNIT: Model GA-O—Delco-Frigidaire Condition- 
* KEY - PLAN + — " ing Corp. 
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There are several significant details in this house 


that placed it high among the awards. Not on 
the plans read simply, but certain aspects of the | 
exterior suggest a novel point of view. The er ; 


trance hall is reduced to a minimum and the living 


room made adequate. This would be a very livabl Bi 
and pleasant room, easily opened out to and made ai 
a part of the garden. The storage closets in the ai 
garage are a serviceable adjunct, but it would have ; 
been a little more convenient for the housewife ip 
coming from the market with her bundies to have i 
had a more direct access from the garage to the Wy 
kitchen than is afforded. 1 
The porch off the children’s room is an excellent 

idea but to service three bedrooms with one bath av 
room, and one placed where it is farthest rernoved i 
from the children’s room, would seem to be unf + 
tunate. Closet space, too, is rather meagre 

The jury appreciated the attempt of the designer t 7 
tie in the garage with the rest of the house by 
accenting the horizontal at the second floor level! 

and also by suggesting a difference of material for i 

the two floors. Some were of the opinion that the i 
roof over the play porch was not well handled since hi 


the the 


chimney supports it or it supports the 


its appearance prompts question whether 


C himney 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Mayfair Model 1§ George D. Roper Corr 


REFRIGERATOR 


Electrolux Model J-800—Servel, Ir 


Hurley Machine Cx 
WASHER: Thor Model 106AYX | ' ' ; a“ 7 
JiV rectr sence } 
IRONER: Thor Model 99 { P 
~Ort 


| Utilitie 
DRYER : Model G-2060—Chicago ever Ce 
HOT WATER HEATER: Model 18 Ruud Mfg. C 
HEATING UNIT: Janitrol Model CF 90-37 
bustion Co 
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HENRY P. POLI 
JAMES J. STEVENSON 
PITTSBURGH, PA. 
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ere 


' 
Kitchen and utility rooms are well planned and spa- 
cious enough, but the living-dining room is cramped, } 


particularly the dining area. The second floor ar- 
rangement is fairly good with a _ well-planned 
master’s suite. Since there was area to spare, this 
entrant might well have given a larger den on the 
first floor and son’s room on the second. 

The entrance to this house would be interesting 
but the tie of the canopy over it with the house is 
not strong. The placing of the windows in general 
is good. 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 4100—American Stove Co 
REFRIGERATOR: Eijectrolux Model J-410—Servel, Inc 
WASHER: Thor Model 1O6AYX ) Hurley Machine Co. Div., 
IRONER: Thor Model 99 Electric Household Utili- 
DRYER: Thor Model 110-CL | ties Corp. 

WATER HEATER: Automatic gas—Ruud Mfg. Co 
HEATING UNIT: Gas-fired Air Conditioner—American 
Gas Products Corp. 
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HERBERT STRUPPMANN 


WO ODHAVEN, L. |... NEW YORK 
HERBERT NEUMANN 
AMAICA, L. l.. NEW YORK 


The first floor works very well and is spacious 
Placing the heater in the basement rather than on 
the first floor enabled the competitors to devote 
greater area to what they deemed the requisites of 
the first floor. Since the program asked for two or 
three children, the competitors assumed only two 
and, by so doing, were able to give a large master 

bedroom and dressing room. The jury found inter 

esting the idea of keeping the actual sleeping space 
separate and minimum while making the room: 
usually filled with the beds into actual living or 
study areas 

The elevations are, unfortunately, not impressive 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 4000—-American Stove ‘ 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model }-800—Servel, Inc 
LAUNDRY MACHINE: Home Laundry—Bendix Home Aj 
pliances Co 

IRONER: Thor Model 99—Hurley Machine Co. Div., Electr 
Household Utilities Corp 

WATER HEATER: Model 302-C—-American Gas Product 
Corp 

HEATING UNIT: Model 2-FE—American Gas Products 
Corp 
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FREDERICK E. EMMONS, JR. 
DONN EMMONS 
LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 








part i 
CASS I 


1% | = ‘ as ° : : 

\ hy, 9 Sao of Although having a spacious living-dining area and 

‘ i v ; 1 bo , bt = a good kitchen laundry and garage arrangement, 

| i mee the intended entrance court and the long hall con- 
necting the bedrooms to the living portion of the 
house were criticized. Ventilating the small lava- 
tory from a window near the ceiling also did not 
appeal to the jury. 


The masses of the elevations are not well organized 








—_—————— _——_ a but this house would, in its informal way, be a 
. pleasant place in which to live. 
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SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 4000—American Stove Co. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model J-800—Servel, Inc 


{Hurley Machine Co. Div., 
WASHER: Thor Model 106AYX 


J Electric Household Utilities 
IRONER: Thor Model 99 | Corp 


WATER HEATER: “Dictator’’ Model 402S—American Gas 











os Products Corp. 
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This drawing provoked much discussion because it 
had some interesting ideas. The competitor de 


scribed the system of steel framing, single plum! 








and ing stack, etc., which bear close inspection si 
nt, the design of the house is approached from an en 
n~ gineering point of view rather than esthetic, a 
the was apparent with too many of the submissions 
va~ Comfortable and functional will best describe the 
rot a-w wall nee wall results. With actually no more stairs than one 
G A Ss Kk QO U I P M kK N T would have in any two-story house with a base 
ed 1. range air-water heater ment, this house would provide all the essentials 
a refrigerator 5) oar conditioner of living within it. It does not, however, appear to 
washer (i. clothes dryer open itself out to any garden, and in that sense is 
more self-contained than most of the solutions 
we wa Sew wall submitted. If building houses in the future come: 
down to a matter of modules and absolute econ- 
s omy, this type of house will be well in line 
a 
Ds SERVICE EQUIPMENT 





1S 7h mw RANGE: “‘Ambassador’’—-George D. Roper Cort 
UTILITY REFRIGERATOR ; 
y part | @)y DRYER: Model 6-2060—Chicago Dryer 
elassl R HEATING UNIT: Model 59F—Carrier Corporation 
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Electrolux Model J-SOOA—Servel, Inc 
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HAYS, SIMPSON & HUNSICKER 
CLEVELAND, OHIO 
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An original bit of thinking—a little bit of sun- 
shine coming along after the jury had seen a good 
) . 7 many stupid approaches to this problem—-made the 
VIEW-A 7 sy 7 SI aA q/ » SY jury study this. Although not knowing why there 
ta should be two stacks on the west elevation, the 
jury agreed they must have some purpose other 
than arresting appeal to the eye and accepted them. 
The plan is simple and straightforward with larger 
rooms than on most submissions. Again it would 
appear a little inconvenient for the housewife to 
get from her car to the kitchen. The lean-to 
garage tacked on did not appeal, nor did the one- 
story service wing help the massing of the various 
volumes of this house. 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Jewel Model 6872-A—Detroit Vapor Stove Co. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model J-800—Servel, Inc. 
IRONER: Super Simplex Model 30—Barlow and Seelig Mfg. 
Co. 

DRYER: Model 902460—Chicago Dryer Co. 

WATER HEATER: Model 630-R—The Cleveland Heater Co. 
HEATING UNIT: Janitrol Model CA150-37——Surface Com- 
bustion Corp 


VIEW-B COOLING UNIT: Servel, Inc. 
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he would have such privacy, but when there was iy 
ae 
no guest this room would seem a bit isolated. With 4) 
| ) / we . / il 
KITCHEN LAYOUT 4 a so much area to spare, it is a fault of the plan t oy 
. | tenses dl - VA 2) “a, relegate the laundry to the basement when it 4 
ERATOR CO/TOer 7 > “or 8 
4 c yi (/ = would be so much more convenient on the first git 
« / a 7 f| j 4 
futur: wf 7 oor 
, The living-dining area is novel but the jury was of oe 
r 
the opinion that when the curtains indicated along ‘ky 
A the passage were closed this area would be rather re 
cramped, and even when open, although certainly rie 
: increasing the apparent size of the room the pas Me 
sage would still be only that and not very useful i 
i 
: for the placing of furniture. In that case, too, it '» 
4 
‘ 7 would be impossible for any one to enter the bed ; 
>. 5 
y| Be rooms without disturbing the privacy of the living Hj 
yy ae 
/ | vA room and this was considered objectionable. It a 
: would seem that three bedrooms should rate more 
than one bathroom in the light of such splendid i 
r ff quarters for the guest : 
' & f The elevations with their low lines are simple and " 
8 Y ' 
" Ah extremely interesting. : 
i 
S/N we 
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' Again assuming a long narrow lot, with the street j 


on the west end rather than the north, these com 





petitors preferred to think of the garden on the 
i side rather than at the rear, and the jury consid 
{ ered this in their judgment. To be so far removed 


from the sleeping quarters might indeed make the Ab 


guest room a paradise for the visiting fireman since 














UTILITY LAYOUT DRYER: Thor Model 110-CC LElectric Household Utilities 
IRONER : Thor Model 99 | Corp 
WATER HEATER “Dictator’’—American Gas Products 
Corp 
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This drawing appealed to the jury because of its unusual plan, its simplicity, its char- 
acter, and directness of presentation. Although there are waste spaces, particularly in 
the hallways, the rooms are of ample size and well related. Because of its attenuated 
form, the kitchen seems far removed from the dining room, but would not be actu- 
ally. It is questionable how well this wing, containing only the kitchen and laundry, 
would look attached to the main body of the house. 

The second floor loses considerable space in the halls, but all the bedrooms have cross 
circulation and adequate closets. 

The elevations are interesting and the perspective view very agreeable. The south 
elevation would be especially pleasant. 


CUBAGE 
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(205 x2441G.S x 16.7 +13.5 « 26.7)185* 20869.5 

ONE STORY 

(726.7 ¢ 10.531) 10 » 3.1240 

2N0. FLOOR 

6S n 7x B5e465 n5.549.5 * $900 

PORCHES 
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SERVICE EQUIPMENT z 
RANGE: Model 156—Tappan Stove Co 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model J-1100—Servel, Inc. 
DRYER: Model 9-2680—Chicago Dryer Co } 
IRONER: Super Simplex Model 40—Barlow and Seelig 
Mfg. Co. , 
WATER HEATER: Model 75-C—American Gas Products 
Corp. 


HEATING UNIT: Model 220-94-D—Niagara Blower Co. 
COOLING UNIT: Servel, Inc. 

INCINERATOR: Pittsburgh San-a-tor Model 402—Pitts- 
burgh Incinerator Co. 
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Although the stairs appear to project a little too much in the direction of the living 
room, this room and its contributing service shape up very well. There is excellent 
communication from the garage to the main entrance hall and the utility room and 
kitchen. The play area, however, would seem to be set to one side and rather out of 
the picture, having little relation to the living area. 

The second floor with its four bedrooms and three baths, although one bedroom is 
very small, is well arranged. The feature of the study or quiet area which could be a 
fine place for the elders to retire when the young were entertaining downstairs, or 
vice versa, was highly commended. 

The elevations did not elicit much enthusiasm but the proportions are not bad and the 
fenestration is honest. 
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SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 3914—American Stove Co. i 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model J-800—Servel, Inc. } 
WASHER: Thor Model 106-AYX } Hurley Machine Co. Div., 
DRYER: Thor Model 110-CL Electric Household Utilities ; 


IRONER: Thor Model 99 Corp. d 
WATER HEATER: Automatic Model 39-75—Ruud Mfg. Co . 
HEATING UNIT: Janitrol Model CF-180-37—Surface Com- 
bustion Corp. 

BATHROOM HEATERS: “C Series’—Armstrong Products 
Corp. 





‘ 


a 


UM JULY 1938 27 ‘4 


$1,000 PRIZE CLASS Il. AGA COMPETITION 


BEC 
10-OuI2- 


3 


SRO SR TTT a Rea | 


es 


PORCHES 
"46 *5 *10*\A- BED RMS 
*30 ©3 "10 "4- DINING RM} | 
"43.555 x10*\A+ KITCHEN | 
“21 *8 510*)42420 MAID 
PORCHES* 1|764— - hn 


BUILDING + 
GRAND TOTAL CuBAce Pees 7 S ECTION 


OW BO 
“~@2onoue 
DID @2ONa® 
Wore ono 


of 


o 
il 


This plan was considered the best of the one floor solutions submitted in Class II. 
It has all of the elements the jury considered essential in a house of this cube, includ- 
ing a two-car garage and maid’s room. The living room could well be larger, and 
there was some question of the location of the fireplace, but, on the whole, the dis- 
position of the living and service parts of the house was excellent. The sleeping 
quarters, too, were well arranged with easy access to the court as well as to the 
living room. The two smaller bedrooms seem a bit cramped. 

The exterior is quite broken up, but being low and with plenty of doors and windows 
it would be very open and cheerful. This house opens itself out to the south for 


outdoor living perhaps more than any other in this class. 
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SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 3914—American Stove Co. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model J-800—Servel, Inc 
DRYER: Judelson Model—Domestic Dryer Corp. 

IRONER: Thor—Hurley Machine Co. Div., Electric House- 
hold Utilities Corp. 

WATER HEATER: “‘Dictator’’ Model 302-C—American Gas 
Products Corp. 

HEATING UNIT: Model 2-FE-6-80—American Gas Products 
Corp. 
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Although the significance of the canted entrance wall was left undetermined by the 
jury, the rest of this plan needed no explanation. There were features, such as the 
relatively cramped position of the dining space, and the smallness of the living quar- 
ters which were questioned, but the disposition of the areas was deemed good. The 
hall on the second floor would be extremely pleasant, but the one bath serving pos- 
sibly three bedrooms is not too well placed. 

The mass of the building and the fenestration are excellent. The bedrooms opening 
out on the rear yard, with access through the guest room or playroom to the open 
air porch, arranged so it can be opened to the sky and sheltered by an awning, make 
this second floor very livable. When one considers the small cube required to achieve 
all these conveniences, one is doubly impressed by its compactness. A criticism, how- 
ever, is that the second floor plan controlled the first floor area too much and to the 
detriment of the latter, for not only did it result in cramping the living-dining quar- 
ters, but provided for only one car. 
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SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef—American Stove Co. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model }-800—Servel, Inc. 
WASHER: Home Laundry—S8endix Home Appliances, Inc. 
DRYER: Cabinet Model G-2460—Chicago Dryer Co. 
WATER HEATER “‘Dictator’’—American Gas Products Corp. 
HEATING UNIT: Model 180 FAU—Payne Furnace and Sup- 
ply Co. 
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PART 1. CLASS 1. 


$300 PRIZE CLASS II. 
AGA COMPETITION 


STEPHEN J. ALLING 
NEW YORK, N. Y. 


The directness of this plan and the amplitude of 
its living and library quarters commended this sub- 
mission to the jury. The curved wall of the din- 
ing space seems forced, but the author stated he 
wished to focus the attention of those dining to 
the garden at the east and that was his privilege. 
The library with its small terrace would be a very 
quiet spot. 

The upstairs provides three rather small bedrooms 
and good closets. 

The garden perspective is interesting but it is 
doubtful that perspective taken toward the garage 


would be convincing since that element is fastened 


onto the plan very loosely. 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 1301-O—American Stove Co. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model J-1100—Servel, Inc. 
WASHER: Home Laundry—Bendix Home Appliances, Inc. 
DRYER: ‘“‘Snow-White" Senior Model—Williamson Heater 
Co. 

IRONER: Thor Model 99—Hurley Machine Div., Electric 
Household Utilities Corp. 

WATER HEATER: AGP Model 408—American Gas Prod- 
ucts Corp. 

HEATING UNIT: Model 1G 9E—American Gas Products 
Corp. 


THE ARCHITECTURAL FORUM 





ASS II, 
ETITION 


ude of 
is sub- 
e din- 
ted he 
ing to 
vilege. 
a very 


lrooms 


it is 
Zarage 
stened 


ve Co. 
, Inc. 
s, Inc. 
Heater 
lectric 


Prod- 


ducts 


JM 




















z sa 
= 134442 
> 
, 
LIVING 
.e.* = 
= 
u - 
- 
> r ° E 
baal TiriPpe++e et ia 
+ KITCHEN f 
»-— 4.0 } aunrst® — hh Aa kee 
i ; >.“ 
Be } 
ph I 
mr") 
o, “sss”. : <J : + 
i } —— el» 
r +--+ = wh ee a ee ke 
= 
CARS 
a 4 
FIRST 
cage Ree 
vewek 
OWNERS 
13-6.19-0 
. t 
SECOND Lbs 
rE f 
‘ e a > 20. © 19200 Us 
. o 6 - e ‘s 4 ‘o 4 “30> i 
" >. pecS*:S:.. ‘te ret 
Fe 96:16 c 4 seo : = 
i" c® se . 3 :0.6s <6 f a 
a ' 9 2 9 oo88 ail & 
35 - 540 r 4 
« + 3 . s aks 5 “a AJ 2 tie = + 
Scunwes? cuss Teal 
P pd Jf 
} 
HEATER ROOM 
ITT# 
ITTT] 
[TTT 1. 
KITCHEN 
aa 
tn 
y J +4 eas 
Lt 
east 
[ - } 
x | 
= 2 _jwest IL A U ND hnyY 
EvcevaTions (= 


PART ONE 
LASS Two 


$300 PRIZE CLASS Il. 
AGA COMPETI! N 


JOHN HIRONIMUS 
NEW YORK. N. Y, 


A simple and direct approach to living which is 
convincing. Its proportions throughout are ample, 
the heater room is located centrally, and the guest 
is placed where he could have privacy. Relegating 
the maid’s room to the rear where she must go out 
into the open to get to the kitchen has its faults 
as well as its merits. 

The second floor hallway is fortunately large 
enough to be used as a sitting space or it could 
be condemned as wasteful, and it helps to give 
this floor a sense of openness. On the other hand, 
the middle bedroom lacks cross circulation, which, 
although not absolutely necessary, is highly de 
sirable. 

The elevations are not very interesting. 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Model 19—Tappan Stove Co 

REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model |-600—-Servel, Inc 
WASHER: Thor Model | 06 Hurley Machine Co. Div 
IRONER: Thor Model 99 —— Utiti 
WATER HEATER: AGP Clipper—American Gas Products 
Corp. 

HEATING UNIT: Model 2-FE-8-80—American Gas Prod- 


ucts Corp 
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PART I-cLaAs§ 


$300 PRIZE CLASS Ii. 
AGA COMPETITION 


R. C. LEVANAS 
LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 


Although perhaps adequate, the kitchen of this 
house would have been benefited by the omission 
of the nook which appears to take up too much 
room for its worth. On the other hand it is con- 
ceivable that some families would find this ade- 
quate for ordinary dining purposes. There seemed 
to be little wall space in the living room against 
which to place furniture and the corner fireplace, 
if such it is, seems of doubtful merit. The bed- 
rooms are small when one considers this com- 
petitor had plenty to spare in his cube. 

The elevations are interesting, although a bit 
broken up and a little confusing. 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 1301-O—American Stove Co. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model J-800—Servel, Inc. 
WASHER: Thor Model 1O6AYX } Hurley Machine Co. Div., 
DRYER: Thor Model 110-CL | Decor Household Utili- 
IRONER: Thor Model 99 | ties Corp. 

WATER HEATER: Automatic—Ruud Mfg. Co. 

HEATING UNIT: Beverlyair Model 133-WAC—Payne 
Furnace and Supply Co. 
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$300 PRIZE CLASS li. 


AGA COMPETITION 


MARSHALL H. WALKER 
SHREVEPORT, LA. 
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sales CAST CLEV WITCUCN’ = WEST ELEV wITCUEN f 
atte This plan fails to provide for a maid, and sim- 
eal, plified itself thereby, but the omission counted 
ode. against it. The garage, frankly set to one side, 
— is a commendable feature and actually does not . 
inet appear stuck on. Communication between the 
bee kitchen and the front door is not only distant but 
od. must be by way of the dining room, another bad a 
a feature. This is one of the few submissions, how- a 
ever, that did keep the dining room a separate ie 
bit entity, quite apart from the living room. ia 
The hallway and master’s room opening out on 
the covered porch are a good feature of the second 
floor. The bedrooms are small but closet space is 4 
adequate and access to the bathrooms very satis- } 
factory. 
"i 
; 
Co. ‘* 
- SERVICE EQUIPMENT 
iV., 
ili - WEST ELEV. LAUNDRY saa cum Lauuee RANGE: Magic Chef Model 3914—-American Stove Co. 
, REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Mode! |-800-——Servel, Inc. 
— - LAUNDRY: DRYER: Chicago Dryer Co f 


Se WATER HEATER: Ruud Mfg. Co. i 
RADIANT HEATER: Peerless Mfg. Co. . 
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$200 PRIZE CLASS |i. 
AGA COMPETITION 


MALCOLM P. CAME"ON 
and HOWARD A. TOrP 
LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 
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Despite its compact plan this house gave the im- 
pression of a much larger establishment. The jury 
was glad to find at least one house that was 
traditional in character and yet satisfied the re- 
quirements assumed. This one, however, seemed a 
little too pretentious and formal for its size. The 
dining room for example is really a small room, 
and perhaps a little removed from the living room 
The mass of the garage too did not tie in well 
with the main block of the house, although the 
long expanse of portico was meant to help. Beyond 
the entrance this portico had no function except 
as decoration. 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 4000—American Stove Co. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model J-800—Servel, Inc 
DRYER: Chicago-Francis Model SC-296-G—Chicago Dryer 
Co 

WATER HEATER: “Trojan’’ Model 50—General Water 
Heater Co 

HEATING UNIT: “WAC” Beverlyair Model 133—Payne 
Furnace and Supply Co. 


THE ARCHITECTURAL FORUM 
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$200 PRIZE CLASS Il. 
AGA COMPETITION 


YUKIO KAKO 
LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 


This interesting plan has several good features 
All of the essential elements are there, and well! 
placed too. The living room is far removed from 
the stairs to the second floor but this is often 
desirable. The function of the patio was not clear 
since the living room backed up to it with a blank 
wall and opened out to the garden. A good deal of 
space was lost also by the passage necessitated for 
access from the front door to the living room. The 
study-guest room is not only isolated but small 

The second floor sleeping quarters are compact 
with an especially fine suite for the owner. The 
elevations show an insistence on glass areas that 
would indicate the house would have plenty of 
light, perhaps too much in the case of the boy's 


room where two sides are completely open 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Divided Top Model—-The Tappan Stove Co 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux—Servel, inc 

WATER HEATER: American Gas Products Corp 

HEATING UNIT: Forced hot air system—-Payne Furnace 
and Supply Co. 
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$200 PRIZE CLASS I! 
AGA COMPETITION 


MAXWELL ARDEN NORCROSS 
CLEVELAND, OHIO 


Since the utility and heater room was placed in 
the basement, this competitor was able to get 
ample areas for the rooms on his first and second 
floor. The entrance hall seems almost too spacious 
for this size house, but the area has not been 
taken to the detriment of the living and dining 
room. The long hall connecting the service en- 
trance with the stairs to the basement seems 
unfortunate since it might have been possible to 
throw this area into the kitchen and breakfast 
room. 

The second floor hall again is large but the bed- 
rooms are of reasonable size. 

The elevations have an_ interesting character, 
although the break in the wall of the second floor 
front forming the main wall of the hall, placing 
this over interior partitions and forming a deck, 
seems a little forced. Otherwise the composition 
with its horizontal band at the second floor is 
excellent. 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 3914—American Stove Co. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model J-1800—Servel, Inc. 
WASHER: Thor Model 106AYX 

IRONER: Thor Model 99—Hurley Machine Co. Div., 
Electric Household Utilities Corp. 

DRYER: Cleveland Dryer Co. 

WATER HEATER: “Dictator’’—American Gas Products 
Corp. 

HEATING UNIT: Counter-Flow air conditioner Model 2FE 
—American Gas Products Corp. 


ARCHITECTURAL FORUM 
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ITIOb ACA COMPETITION 
LOIS WILSON WORLEY 
NORMAN, OKLA 
- me opts an . 
{i mtn ga 
y Pe ne. . 
ed in | ij 
; 
> get 
>cond if 
i 1 
cious ij 
been i 
j } 
ining 
- en- This house would seem to have been designed for 4 
eems a particular site, an assumption certainly within S 
le to the author's rights. The plan is quite broken up, ( 
kfast and considerable area is wasted in circulation. It 5 
is a long way from the garage to the real entrance "; 
bed- ' to the house, and, unless one preferred to go 
through the utility room, no access is possible to 
cter ; the bedrooms except through the living room. The 
floor latter is long but narrow and with very little wal! : 
icing space for placing furniture. It seems too bad with ha 
leck the large terrace and suggested view therefrom 
ition ' that the dining room should be tucked in toward i 
or is the center of the house where it would get the At 
' least desirable view (i 
The elevations have a good character particularly ! 
} suited to the surroundings suggested f 
- 
: 1 
a 
Fi 
SERVICE EQUIPMENT } 
Cc. 
RANGE: Magic Chef Model 1301-O—American Stove Co i 
Div., REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model |-800—-Servel, Inc i 
WASHER: Home Laundry—Bendix Home Appliances, Inc 
DRYER: Chicago-Francis Model 2460—Chicago Dryer Co 
ucts IRONER: Thor Model 99——Hurley Machine Co. Div., Electric 
Household Utilities Corp va 
2FE Co WATER HEATER: Cabinet Model 18-30c—Ruud Mfg. Co. 


PART KMOUS E DEV IGw HEATING UNIT: Model 59F2—Carrier Corp 
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CLASS |. AGA COMPETITION 


RICHARD J. NEUTRA 
LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 


***ALL OVER GROUND?’ permits and fully utilizes 
exterior openings in the house shell to obtain for 
the family the exhilaration and biological stimulus 
of outdoor health factors. Natural light radiation 
is ample but largely indirect and diffused by 
shading overhangs and reflecting soffits. 

‘“The master bedroom downstairs has its own out- 
door space as do the children’s bedrooms upstairs. 
‘ALL OVER GROUND’ is a compact middle-class 
home without cramping restrictions and with the 
prestige of contemporary feeling and attitude.”’ 


a bene 


eT SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


-_ — } reo 
O_o RANGE: Jewel Model—-Detroit Vapor Stove Co. 
¥~w THLITY ~ Ed REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux—Servel, Inc 
i WATER HEATER: Crane Co 


HEATING UNIT: Forced Air Unit—Payne Furnace and 
pant 3) Cass Supply Co. 


THE ARCHITECTURAL FORUM 
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CLEVELAND, OHK 
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‘The plan presented would be attractive in any 


setting, but it particularly suggests a way in which ig 
modern homes could work their way back inte ii 
neighborhoods threatened with desertion, creating i 
their own wholly attractive individual or grou hf 


surroundings. The extent to which this can be 


a 


accomplished may determine the possibility of 


preserving or reclaiming investments in water 


eemer seer 


lines and other utilities whose practical value is Ir 
being steadily undermined. The intent of the de iy 
lizes signers is to present a solution for housing in 
1 for such areas. A direct, easily supervised street i 
ulus approach, without sacrificing the separation of li 
ition living and service entrances. A flexible internal 
| by living space merging with external living patio 
An economical, low-maintenance, modern struc sa 
out- ture in harmony with the modern equipment 
airs. which it houses.”’ 
lass 
the | 
Je.” J 
SERVICE EQUIPMENT Ri 
iff 
RANGE: Magic Chef Model 3914—American Stove Co ; 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model |-800—-Servel, Inc I 
DRYER: Model 9-2460—Chicago Dryer Co ; 
IRONER: Super Simplex Model 30— Barlow and Seelig R: 
Mfg. Co : 
WATER HEATER: Model 1!8-30-¢ Ruud Mfg. Co 
HEATING UNIT: Janitrol Model C.A.150-37—~-Surface ii 
and Combustion Corp i 
COOLING UNIT: Electrolux—Servel, Inc ; 
INCINERATOR: Ewing Incinerator Co 
(AN 
Paat-i 
rene Twl HOUSE COMPETITION 
Classe 
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HOUSEL- DESIGN COMPETITION ~PART I 
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HOUSE-DESIGN COMPETITION ~CLASS 


CLASS |. AGA COMPETITION 


JOHN F. BARTELS 
MICHIGAN CITY, IND. 


“This house is designed with a feeling for space 
and freedom, for children’s play and adults’ 
recreation. 

“The living room is designed for maximum sun- 
light and spaciousness, with a partially roofed 
terrace area to the west. Part of this area may 
be closed off from the outside by means of fold- 
ing glass doors. In order to insure good natural 
illumination, skylights have been placed in the 


reenforced concrete slab.”’ 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 3914—-American Stove Co. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model J-800—Servel, Inc 
WASHER: Thor Model 1O6AYX) Hurley Machine Co. Div., 
DRYER: Thor Model 110-CL Electric Household Utili- 
IRONER: Thor Model 99 ties Corp. 

WATER HEATER: Dictator—American Gas Products Corp. 
HEATING UNIT: Model 2FE—American Gas Products Corp. 
RADIANT HEATER: Model 90-A—Armstrong Products 
Corp. 


THE ARCHITECTURAL FORUM 
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CUBAGE 
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: ot 6 * 10 i355 DRE: 
is B= oe Ys =” pg | | 
"92° 32) GS Sor , | t = 
- POTAL 21890 PLOY ) 
' i 
N 
PART?! €Lt ea 
. . T yw 
ISOMETRICS GAS EQUIPMENT 
1SE WALI 1 REFERIGERATOR 
} . I s 433 2» RANGE 
2 NWWALL » CORRFEE URN 
4 HEATER AIB « WATER 
: 5 ALR CONDITIONER 
1 6 REFPREGERATION UNIT 
ad 7 CLOTHES. DRYER 
: s INCENERATOR 
» PLATE WARMER 
- space 10 WASHING MACHINE 
11 MANGLE 
adults’ § 
baal : ‘*The plot is assumed to be of the city type, 50 by 
conti 120 ft., with north-south orientation. The design, 
> mor : capable of prefabrication, is based on a 4-foot 
: fold module. All mechanical equipment is centrally 
teen located. Should this house be constructed in a 
i tie . northern climate, a full garage would replace the 
car port, the resulting cubage -still falling under 
, 24,000 cubic feet.” 
$ 
SERVICE EQUIPMENT 
RANGE: Model 8—Tappan Stove Co 
Co REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model |-4!0—Servel, Inc 
' WASHER: Thor Model 1O6AYX) Hurley Machine Co. Div 
nec | 
D IRONER: Thor Model 99 Electric Household Urtili 
Sani DRYER: Thor Model 110-CL | ties Corp. 
sais PLATE WARMER: Gas equipped Model N17-1/2PW—Art 
~ Metal Co 
rp. 
e- - NORTH WATER HEATER: Model 59F—Carrier Corp 
ae HEATING UNIT: Model 59H—Carrier Corp 
Mere PART 1 CLi COOLING UNIT: Brunswick Model 7H!-14—Carrier Corp. 
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CLASS |. AGA COMPETITION 


JOHNS S. BURROWS, JR. 
NEW YORK CITY 





FRONT west SOUTH 


KITCHEN 


LIST OF GAS 
EQUIPMENT 
IN KITCHEN 


(@) REFRIGERATOR 
D 26 «26.60 

5) ANGE 
© 24 x 42x 3€ 


KITCHEN 7 Ale “Economy is achieved through a square plan, 


simple construction, central chimney, concentrated 
plumbing and central gas connections. The base- 
ment was considered advisable as it saves valuable 


KITCHEN land space for outdoor living purposes. A sunken 
—— garden terrace gives sunlight to the basement 


playroom.” 


LIST OF GAS 
EQUIPMENT IN 
UTILITY ROOM 


HEATER -25 GALS P ies 259 : 
9 20.56 HH SERVICE EQUIPMENT 
@ SorrerR AGA t 

16*%25 «49 

WASHER 


© fnoneR — 9 RANGE: Model 19—Tappan Stove Co. 


- Re Corin REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model ]-SOOA—Servel, Inc. 
®D 24.52.70 L ] WASHER: Thor Model 106AYX) Hurley Machine  Div., 
UTILITY ROOM DRYER: Thor Model 110-CL Electric Household Utili- 
BASEMENT ELEVATIONS IRONER: Thor Model 99 ties Corp. 
WATER HEATER: Clipper Model 253-S—American Gas 
Products Corp. 
HEATING UNIT: Model 2GA-6—E—American Gas Products 


Corp. 
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Cl AS‘ ! AGA COMPET j N 


DAVID L. REGENSBURG 
LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 


“A design for the Southern States with two major 
outdoor living areas. The main rooms are oriented 
east and west. The bathroom, utility room and 
kitchen are centered for maximum economy and 
a small lavatory is provided in conjunction with 
the study-guest room. The exterior has been 
treated with the greatest possible simplicity.” 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Yorkshire Model 9000—Ceorge D. Roper Corp 
REFRIGERATOR: Princess Model |-500—Servel, inc 
WASHER: Thor Model 1OGAYX) Hurley Machine Co. Div.., 
DRYER: Thor Model 110-CL | Electric Household Urtili- 


IRONER: Thor Model 99 | ties Corp 
WATER HEATER: Dictator Model—American Gas Prod- 
ucts Corp 


HEATING UNIT: Model !180FAU——Payne Furnace and 
Supply Co. 
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CLASS |. AGA COMPETITION 


DANIEL E. LAMONT 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


‘“‘The house offers a possible solution to certain 
constant problems; it provides for a logical sequence 
of functions for everyday living, entertaining, etc., 
maximum freedom of access in minimum space, 
with very low ratio of gross area to net areas.”’ 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Essex Model 1300—George D. Roper Corp. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model |-600—Servel, Inc. 
WASHER: Thor Model 106AYX—Hurley Machine Div., 
Electric Household Utilities Corp. 

DRYER: Model G2060—Chicago Dryer Co. 

WATER HEATER: Model 403S—American Gas Products 
Corp 

HEATING UNIT: Air Conditioner Model 132-AC-78— 
Bryant Heater Co. 
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JULY 1938 


CHARLES CROOM 


LESTER BALSTAD 
NEW YORK CITY 


‘The house is primarily oriented for a southern 
exposure. The lot required would be 60 ft. wide 
by 100 ft. to 150 ft. deep. It is planned on a 
1 ft. 4 in. module, the center bearing wall run 
ning up the full two stories for simplicity of 


construction.’ 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Model 19—-Tappan Stove Co 

REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model J|-600-—Servel, Inc 
Hurley Machine Co. Div., 
Electric Household Utili- 
ties Corp 

DRYER: Judelson Model—Domestic Dryer Corp 


WASHER: Thor Model 106AY*'! 
IRONER: Thor Model 99 


WATER HEATER: Model 40C—American Gas Products 


Corp 
HEATING UNIT: Forced Air Model 135FAU—Payne Fur- 
nace and Supply Co 
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CLASS |. AGA COMPETITION 


THOMAS L. HAND 
T. MARSHALL RAINEY 
CINCINNATI, OHIO 


“Placed in one centrally located space which 
provides immediate access to dining, service yard 
and front entrances, the work area is efficiently 
located to make the most of its labor saving equip- 
ment. Convenience of delivery and storage is 
accomplished by the placing of the service en- 
trance. Besides other light sources the working 
area and bath are lighted by a clerestory. The 
house is small and efficient, yet large in the sense 


that it is flexible and open. 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 3914—-American Stove Co. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model |-600—Servel, inc. 
DRYER: Snowhite—Williamson Heater Co. 

WATER HEATER: Model 25C—American Gas Products Co. 
HEATING UNIT: Model BF850C—%3rvant Heater Co. 
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king and privacy. Living areas in direct relationship ng 
The with garden.” it 
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@ aie CONDITIONER { ,i 
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SERVICE EQUIPMENT i) 
RANGE: Magic Chef Model |301-O—American Stove Co. 
. REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model J410—Servel, Inc. 
, WASHER: Thor Model |OSAYX) Hurley Machine Co. Div., 
IRONER: Thor Model 99 Electric Household Utili- 
Co DRYER: Chicago Dryer Co. ties Corp. 


WATER HEATER: Model 33-2 Ruud Mfg. Co. 
HEATING UNIT: Model 59F4—Carrier Corp. 
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CLASS |. AGA COMPETITION 


HARRY W. HARMON 
LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 
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“The southern location of this house permits a 
maximum of outdoor living where the interior is 
interlocked with the gardens as is noted in the 
plan. The house is designed for four occupants. 
The daughter, being the younger of the two chil- 


: als :| dren, is placed nearer the parents. The living 
s Coe 


KITCHEN 


room and dining room may be combined or sepa- 
rated as desired. Windows in the living room, 
dining room, daughter’s room and master’s bed- 


. room are in reality doors which open on to the 
[- ‘| terrace.” 
yAno 


Dining 


MALL 


uTIiciTy 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Detroit Michigan Stove Co. 

REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model J-800—Servel, Inc. 
WASHER: Thor Model 106AYX—Hurley Machine Co. Div., 
Electric Household Utilities Corp. 

WATER HEATER: Clipper Model 303-S—American Gas 
Products Corp. ' 
HEATING UNIT: Model 90FAU—Payne Furnace and Sup- 
ply Co. 
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livi “A lot facing north was chosen and the designer y 
e livin 
S has attempted to make the most of the southern 
or sepa- 
exposure. A residence of this type naturally is not 
room, ; 
s bed suited to small building sites, but it must be borne 
r’s bed- 
a in mind that lots are relatively cheap in the 
1 to the 
Southwest.” t4 
i 
hd 
iy 
SERVICE EQUIPMENT es 
e 
RANGE: Magic Chef Model 4000—American Stove Co. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model |-600—Servel, Inc a 
pa WASHER : Thor Model 10SAYX) Hurley Machine Co. Div., t 
' b 1Vv., ar 
DRYER: Thor Model 110-CL | Electric Household Ufili- ; 
IRONER: Thor Model 99 ties Corp i 
rican Gas ii 
WATER HEATER: Automatic—Ruud Mfg. Co. rf 
d Sup HEATING UNIT: Payne Furnace and Supply Co. 4 
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CLASS I. AGA COMPETITION 


HENRY J. FRIEL 
TRONA, CALIF. 


“This home is designed for year-round living in 
a Western desert community. Each room opens 
on its own private terrace through large sliding 
glass panels. The plan is arranged for the best 
traffic and air circulation possible.’’ 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 4100—American Stove Co 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model ]-500—Servel, Inc. 
WASHER: Thor 

DRYER: Thor—Hurley Machine Co. Div., Electric Household 
Utilities Corp. 

WATER HEATER: Model 30-C—American Gas Products 
Corp. 

HEATING UNIT: Model U-38-B—Marvelaire Corp. 
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“Designed for an average interior city lot. It was a 
assumed that an alley was at the rear of the a 
property. The garage could be placed at the front ; : 
of the lot. Placing the kitchen on the north would 





iving in - ; 
S ‘Ree keep it reasonably cool and also provide easy | 
Nn opens 
mer t access to the main entrance. The study has been 
sidin 
h a PLAN designed for use as a guest room, den, serving 
e s ’ *” 
Hl room, or child’s room. 
: t & ¢€ 
1 FRIGERATOR, } 
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6 WARING MACHINE 
700 SERVICE EQUIPMENT 
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10 MODs HOVT 
os RANGE: Mayflower Model 529-38—Estate Stove Co 
ve Co _ =— L REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model }-600—Servel, Inc 
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CLASS |. AGA COMPETITION 


ROBERT C. WILLIAMS 
BERKELEY, CALIF. 


“The living, sleeping and service portions of the 
house are all separate, but access to all is con- 
venient from the front entrance. The direct open 
one-floor plan makes for convenient and easy liv- 
ing. The use of similar materials throughout the 
house simplifies the construction and unifies the 


” 


whole. 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 3914—American Stove Co 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model }-600—Servel, Inc 
WASHER: Thor Model 1O6AYX) Hurley Machine Co. Div., 
DRYER: Thor Model 110-CL } Electric Household Urtili- 
IRONER: Thor Model 99 | ties Corp. 

WATER HEATER: Dictator Model 302-C—American Gas 
Products Corp 

HEATING UNIT: Model 2-Fe-5-100—American Gas Prod- 
ucts Corp. 
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LANDEFELD AND HATCH 
OWEN SMITH 
NEW YORK, N. Y. 


‘The house was designed to give the owner the 
advantages of modern planning with an exterior 
character which most easily harmonizes with the 
average community. A safe and simple type of 
construction. With insulated roofs advantage can 
be taken of the slope to provide additional height 
in the main rooms without added cost. A one-story 
house, properly planned, has a decided advantage 
when it is to be used as a demonstration or model 


house as the program indicates.”’ 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Model TK-11—Tappan Stove Co 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model |-800—Servel, Inc. 


|} Hurley Machine Co. Div.., 
WASHER: Thor Model |1O6AYX 


\ Electric Household Utili- 
IRONER: Thor Model 99 


ties Corp 
WATER HEATER: Cabinet Model Crane Co 
HEATING UNIT: Model 25-W-4-——Bastian-Morley Co. 
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DOUGLAS McFARLAND 
LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 
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PART 1 
CLASS 1 


KITCHEN ELEVATION 1 


wiTCHEen \Ecene 
:. — | , * c “ j = 
oO. a ayerend “A one-story design from California with com- 
eer : bined flat and pitched roof. A sun deck at the 


uf 
- enaen eaamen rear approached by an outside stair was considered 
2 feasible due to the favorable climate. The chil- 
dren’s bedrooms are provided with folding walls 
erusty coon scene so that they may be closed off or opened through 
ssn oan wares to the patio as desired.”’ 


O- CLOTHES GAVER 
+ CLOTHES MRONER 
C CLOTHES WASHING MACK 


SERVICE EF 
Main ENTRANCE 


UTILITY ELEVATION 1 
CAR SHELTER 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Model 1800—George D. Roper Corp. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model J-800—Servel, Inc. 
DRYER: Thor—Hurley Machine Co. Div., Electric House- 
: hold Utilities Corp 
WATER HEATER: Janitrol—Surface Combustion Corp. 
I RIC 
UTILITY ELEVATION 4 CRI CHD EERE HEATING UNIT: Payne Furnace and Supply Co. 
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RITCHEN : 
VIEW OF GAS RANGE VIEW OF GAS REFRIGERATORS i i 
in — eee T j ‘ The kitchen, being the center of activity for the 
} ys] | | th ~ | housewife, takes its position between the front i 
oo | ; j 
a ee heh Lie = i Bcndann = and service entrances. The four-use room is a self 
GAS PRYER WASTER « TRONER WATER HRATER GAS HOUSE HEATER 
b contained unit, used for play, maid, guest, or 
= study. The terrace running along the entire south + 
at the 7 age side of the house is ideal for dining and recrea , 
nsidered & ae ' 
he chil- WORKROOM « DEN A“ LAUNDRY tion. All bedrooms have southern exposure and tn 
e good ventilation. { 
1g walls / 
| 
through " ) 
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SERVICE EQUIPMENT 
1 i? 
BASEMENT ' p RANGE: Magic Chef Model 4100—American Stove Co Ly 
1 4 ® REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model |-600—Servel, !nc 
I ca — WASHER: Thor Model 106AYX ) Hurley Machine Co. Div. 
La weal ' DRYER: Thor Model 110-CL (Electric Household Ut 
| ‘ ~ { ih 
Inc. L pn lg IRONER: Thor Model 99 lties Corp { 
> House- ee 1 WATER HEATER: Dictator Model—American Gas Prod- i 
ucts Corp 
Corp. HEATING UNIT: American Gas Products Corp. 
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CLASS |. AGA COMPETITIO \ 


HAROLD J. NICOLAIS 
LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 


“This home is designed for climatic conditions 
similar to those of our Southern States and possibly 
Florida. The plan and elevations are modern in 
type though not adhering to the iron pipe school 
of modernism. 

“Circulation throughout is definite and convenient. 
The study may be converted into an emergency 
guest room. The play area on the second floor is 


, 


safer for small children.’ 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Lyndon Model 954—F€state Stove Co. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Peerless Model—Servel, Inc. 
WASHER: Thor 

DRYER: Thor 

IRONER: Thor 

WATER HEATER: Crane Co. 

HEATING UNIT: Forced Air Model—Payne Furnace and 
Supply Co. 


Hurley Machine Co. Div 
Electric Household Utilities Corp. 
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rn in Living space has south and west exposures, dining 
school has south and east. The kitchen and laundry as +H 
planned together save many steps. Cabinets are |; 
nient kept below the ceiling to take advantage of the at 
gency cross ventilation afforded by the location of the win 4 
oor is dows. The walls around the plot as shown give 7 
o” - 
privacy to outdoor living. + 
+ 
am 
ia 
SERVICE EQUIPMENT fi 
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: 4 
RANGE: Magic Chef Model 1301-O—American Stove Co. e 
Inc REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model |-890—Servel, Inc ‘ 
H | Machine Co i % 
WASHER : Thor Model 106AYX } vate oe ; : ea 
i ou > iti- 
IRONER : Thor Model 99 ee ee 
ties Corp 
DRYER: Judelson—Domestic Dryer Corp i 
2 and WATER HEATER: Model 40c—American Gas Products 


Corp if 
‘ ou 
fie PLAN OF KITCHEN LAUNDRY @ HEATER ROOM HEATING UNIT: Model 59F2—Carrier Corp. 
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CHRISTOPHER J. CHAMALES 
CHICAGO, ILL. 
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PART I HOUSE DESIGN COMPETITION CLASS IE 


“The most conspicuous element of this design is 
its emphasis upon utilitarian advantages, for the 
American home has always typified the union of 
comfort and the esthetic. The facilities are ar- 
ranged to minimize the number of steps essential 
to the usual operations. The design of the utility 
room and the arrangement of its services are also 
inspired by the same purpose, to transform the 
duties of the household into a source of pleasure.’ 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 1301-O—American Stove Co 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model J-410—Servel, Inc 


ASHER: Th 
ne _— vad |Hurley Machine Co. Div., Electric 


aoe (Household Utilities Corp 
2OmME TLIC J td S IRONER: Thor 


OF WALLS & AND B ; Of WALLS C AND WATER HEATER: Carrier Corp 
HEATING UNIT: Carrier Corp 
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“The desert towns in southern California or the 
prairie towns in Kansas would do as a setting for 
this house. Keeping in mind the fact that an abun- 
dance of air would be a good thing, the living 
portions of the house are given high ceilings, with 
top windows that may be opened during the warm 
seasons. The floor layout is one giving the maxi- 
mum amount of privacy to the family, yet not 
shutting the passerby completely out. What might 
have been the second story living quarters have 
been placed below ground with a private sunken 
garden to the side.” 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 
RANGE: Magic Chef Model 1301-O—American Stove Co 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model |-800—Servel, Inc 


WASHER: Thor Model 106AYX ) oe oe aoe 
. sii . 
IRONER: Thor Model 99 —- ve 


f ties Corp. 

DRYER: Chicago-Francis Model G2060—Chicago Dryer Co. 
WATER HEATER: Cabinet Model 18-30-C—Ruud Mfg. Co. 
HEATING UNIT: Forced air Model FAU135—Payne Fur- 
nace G Supply Co. 
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CLASS Il. AGA COMPETITICN 


T. MARSHALL RAINEY 
CINCINNATI, OHIO 


“The use of gas for heating, cooking, refrigeration 
and hot water is largely responsible for the re- 
sulting design. Gas heating requires no space for 
fuel storage and eliminates the need for a base- 
ment. By keeping work space and sleeping quar- 
ters at a minimum, it was possible to increase the 
size of those portions of the house which are in 


constant use.’ 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 39—American Stove Co. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model |-800—Servel, Inc. 
IRONER: Thor Model 99—Hurley Machine Co. Div., Elec- 
tric Household Utilities Corp. 

DRYER: “‘Snow-White” Model—Williamson Heater Co. 
WATER HEATER: Premier Model—Crane Co. 

HEATING UNIT: Forced air Model VB-8—Bryant Heater 
Co. 
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‘The house, gardens and furnishings have been con ih 
sidered as a unit to provide for genial hospitality. In i 
ration plan the area permits full use of the property for a 
» te privacy, gardens and the necessary service facilities i 
to The kitchen and laundry have been designed for BR 
bane. maximum efficiency. The kitchen is U-shaped in 
quar- plan, the working area surrounded with windows 
2 the and flanked on each side with the gas refrigerator ; 
' ” ; 
we in and range. 1 
3 
; 
ial 
lf 
SERVICE EQUIPMENT ae 
i 
RANGE: Model 265—€state Stove Co fa 
i REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model }-! |!00—Servel, Inc hs 
Cc. WASHER: Kenmore 
Elec- DRYER: Model G-2060—Chicago Dryer Co I 
IRONER: Thor Model 99——Hurley Machine Co. Div., Electric cf 
o Household Utilities Corp 
ac . WATER HEATER: Model 40—General Water Heater Corp. 
NORTH SOUTH CAST HEATING UNIT: Model 5-38-C—Marvelaire Corp i 
jeater ELEVATIONS OF UTILITY ROOM ° a 
; 
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THOMAS FRANKLIN HOLIFIELD 
BIG SPRING, TEXAS 
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DART 1- HOUSE DESIGN COMPLTITION 
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PLAN NOOK 


KITCHEN DETAILS AND 
ISOMETRIC PLAN 


“The plan affords plenty of sunlight, with all rooms 
on the south side. Kitchen is close to both entrance 
doors and the children may be supervised from 
this room. There is ample opportunity for outdoor 
living. One useful feature is the use of the bedroom 
halls for storage, sewing and study.”’ 


SIDE WALL ELEVATION 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model 1301-O—American Stove Co. 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model J-500—Servel, Inc. 
WASHER: Thor Model 106AYX) Hurley Machine Co. Div., 
DRYER: Thor Model 110-CL Electric Household Utili- 
IRONER: Thor Model 99 ties Corp. 


B ASEMENT INOMETRIC AND p LA NN WATER HEATER: Premier—Crane Co. 


HEATING UNIT: Sun Beam Model D-3—The Fox Fur- 


PARI T-HOUSE DESIGN COMPETITION nace Co. 
CLASS U GAS LOGS: Armstrong Products Corp. 
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CLASS Il. AGA COMPETITION 


GEORGE D. CONNOR 


“In analyzing the needs of this house | divided it 
into separate units, each isolated but in logical 
sequence. The living portion is on the south 
whereas the service faces the north. Provision for 
outdoor living has been made. The kitchen is un 
usually large and it contains a practical breakfast 
nook, a planning desk and large food storage space 


next to the refrigerator.’ 


SERVICE EQUIPMENT 


RANGE: Magic Chef Model | 30!1-O—American Stove Co 
REFRIGERATOR: Electrolux Model j-1100——Servel, inc 
IRONER: Thor Model 99-——Hurley Machine Co. Div., Electric 
Household Utilities Corp 

DRYER: Chicago Dryer Co 

WATER HEATER: Model 402-C-—American Gas Products 
Corp. 

HEATING UNIT: Model 2-FE-8-100—American Gas Prod 
ucts Corp. 
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JURY REPORT ON NEIGHBORHOOD PLANNING COMPETITION 


The planning of a neighborhood for those of limited incomes is 
governed by three essential factors. There is first, the requirement 
of good, convenient, and spacious living. There is next, the need 
of keeping costs within the spending power of those who are to 
be housed. Finally, as a means to producing good environment, 
economically, the conservation of the site is of dominant im- 
portance. 

The program called for the development of approximately 35 
acres for a diverse group of families with incomes ranging from 
$2,000 to $7,000. The incomes are important. A family with only 
$2,000 a year not only cannot buy much in the way of a new 
house, but is quite as limited in the amount of land and 
land improvements it can afford. 


ECONOMICAL LAND PLANNING 

Compact, economical site, road, and utilities planning are essen- 
tial for those in the lower income brackets. Few of the com- 
petitors gave proper consideration to this requirement of the 
program. Even the families of the wealthier groups—those of 
$7,000 annual income, require economical land planning. They 
should not pay over one-fifth of their annual income, or $1,400 for 
shelter exclusive of heat. It is generally estimated that rent should 
equal about one-tenth of cost. In other words, the most expensive 
houses, including land and land improvement, should not cost 
more than $14,000, and the cheaper house, for those of $2,000 
incomes, should not cost more than $4,000. 

There are two ways to secure an adequate return from the eco- 
nomical use of land. The first is to house more families on it. The 
program does not limit the number of families excepting that it 
states that there shall not be less than 85. The Jury has con- 
sidered that the competitors who provided homes for a greater 
number without loss of living advantages showed common sense. 
The second method of economical use of land, however, is more 
important: that is to say, its economical development. Raw land 
can be purchased at a very low cost. The actual cost of the use 
of land comes from its development and operation for living. 
Therefore, the Jury has given particular attention to the relation 
between the number of dwellings and the length of roads, paths, 
sewers, water, and other utilities, and their arrangement as facili- 
tating ease and economy of operation and maintenance. This 
applies equally to the matter of parks and recreational facilities. 
Large open spaces can be maintained at a low cost if they are left 
more or less in their natural conditions. On the other ‘hand, parks 
with innumerable paths, broken up lawns and many structures 
would be beyond the means of the community considered. 


COMMUNITY HOUSE 

The size and income of the community will affect its ability to 
support a community (or club) house or stores. Most of the 
competitors who used the hypothetical site have conserved the 
existing manor house and converted it into a community house. 
Some few of the competitors have called attention in their 
memoranda to the fact that a small community of limited means 
could not support a community club house. This would depend 
on the economical management and the amount of volunteer 
personnel service given by the members of the community. The 
Jury has left it to the competitors to decide whether or not they 
would suggest a community house. It has judged their presenta- 
tion on the basis of the treatment of the surroundings of the 
community house and more particularly on the facility with which 
the members of the community might reach it safely and easily. 


NEIGHBORHOOD STORES 

The spending power of a community is the determining factor 
in deciding whether it can support stores and, if so, how many. 
A community of 85 families of average incomes of about $5,000 
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THE 


could not support a group of stores. Where the site is developed 
for a larger number of families, stores naturally would have a 


better chance of success. 


DETERMINING FACTORS 

The Jury in its judgment has given particular consideration to the 

following: 

A. Conservation and use of the advantages of site. This applies 
particularly to the competitors who utilized the hypothetical 
site (most of the competitors did). The plan of this indicated— 
1. A stream with surrounding wooded land. Because of its loca- 

tion on the lowest portion of the land, this would probably 
be least desirable for housing. It would make a most attrac- 
tive place for a park. 

Large groups of trees. These present possibilities of conserva- 
tion for community use as parks in the center of blocks or as 
a protective green belt on part of the western and southern 
borders of the property. If judiciously handled, they might 
be used in part to increase the value of certain of the lots. 

. The view, direction of which was marked on the site plan. 
This should be kept open for as large a portion of the com- 
munity as possible. 

. The manor house is well located for use as a club or com- 
munity house. It is in the approximate center of the property 
on a high point with an excellent view. 


. Safety of pedestrian. 
The principle developed at Radburn of complete separation of 


pedestrian and vehicular traffic, is now generally accepted as a 
primary requirement of modern American residential street 
planning. 

‘. Convenience and safety of vehicular traffic. 

This requires different treatment of streets for local service and 
those serving as connection with the outside world. 

The use of cul-de-sacs or dead-end lanes, is one means of pre- 
venting a residential street from becoming a thoroughfare. Other 
types of street layout in which the local street offers no short 
cut to other parts of the neighborhood may serve the same 
purpose, but without equal safety. On the other hand, a cul- 
de-sac can become a nuisance and a questionable fire hazard 
if it is too deep or if there is insufficient space for turning an 
auto at convenient locations. 

The vehicular accesses from local service roads should be easy 
and convenient. There should be little or no entrance to private 
properties or garages from main thoroughfare. It goes without 
saying that it is undesirable to cut through a neighborhood 
with a road connecting two outside points. The houses, as far 
as possible, should be isolated from the dangers, noises, and 
other nuisances of a main highway by trees or other means. 

D. Highway economy. 

There should be no more road than is needed for the con- 
venience of the community. Waste in length of roads means 
not only unnecessary original cost, but increased maintenance 
expense. It also means unnecessary use of space that might 
otherwise be conserved for parks or gardens. 

E. Differentiation in treatment of houses to care for the varied 
income groups. Families having only $2,000 to $4,000 can 
probably be taken care of most economically in row or attached 
houses. 

F. Orientation. 


The Jury’s judgment has been affected by all these. But it has 
been guided above all, by the extent to which these and the 
architects’ sense of beauty has been used to develop from the 
land a place for good and gracious living. 

For the Jury by Clarence S. Stein 
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vy. STUART THOMPSON 
DONAL McLAUGHLIN 
JOSEPH WHITNEY 

IEW YORK, N. Y. 


This is a spacious, open plan. The skeleton 
road system is simple, straightforward and 
economical. The parks are well located and 
organized so that a great part of the houses, 
as well as the club, have broad vistas across 
them. 

The advantages of the site are to a large 
extent conserved. The banks of the stream 
are connected to the hillside on which the 
club (formerly the manor house) is located, 
to form the main central park. Streets and 
houses have been placed so as to preserve a 
large part of the tree groups. Although full 
advantage has not been taken of the view 
indicated on the site plan, a great part of the 
houses and the club would have extensive 
outlooks. 

Complete separation of pedestrian and ve- 
hicular traffic is not possible in this plan. 
Access to the main park is direct from many 
of the houses and from the other only one 
street need be crossed. It would be a simple 
matter to connect most of the properties 
with a safe public path along the east and 
west borders of the property as was done by 
the Second Prize winner. 

Although the length of the main public roads 
has been minimized, the length of many of 
the private roads seems excessive. 

The skeleton system of roads is the simplest 
possible: a short road with access at both 
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ends from the main highway and two main 
cul-de-sacs. The one of these is excessively 
long, but there is apparently plenty of space 
for turning in the parking area near the 
tennis courts. There is no vehicular entrance 
to houses from the main highway. The 
autos of the cheaper units are cared for in 
group garages from which pedestrians’ ac- 
cess to the houses is a simple, straightfor- 
ward matter. There is no indication of 
parking space for visitors’ cars. 

The varied income groups are taken care of 
by a gradation from the economical group 
houses near the main road, through the small 
freestanding houses, and on to the large 
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villas at the south overlooking the park and 
the main view. 

Parks form the backbone of this plan. Even 
the main cul-de-sacs are treated as park- 
ways with a broad belt of public planted 
area. If the upkeep of this is not too great 
an expense for the community, this should 
add to the attraction of the development. 
The spacious character has been enhanced by 
the studied care with which the house has 
been placed in relation to its neighbors, as 
well as the public open spaces. 

The authors of this plan wisely decided that 
the community was too small to warrant the 
erection of a shopping center. 


67 


Annee, 


oo ae 


a et 
ore 


Se ES ON NO 


es 


eae | 


na cee ersale 


yearn 


4 

if 

i 
4 








arr: VaItAS 


- 
a 


= 


GEORGE W. WICKSTEAD and S. DALE KAUFMAN, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
R. ANDREW BUSTARD, COLLINGDALE, PA. 
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Complete separation of vehicular and pedes- 
trian traffic is secured by use of cul-de-sacs 
and a single overpass. The two cul-de-sacs 
leading to the community house may be 
joined in case of emergencies such as fires. 
Paths leading from all lots by public park- 
ways make a complete circuit of the parks 
without passing through private property or 
crossing any auto road. The parks are well 
distributed using the two sides of the stream 
and the hillside behind the community house. 
Site conditions are used or conserved in- 
1. The location of roads. 2. The preserva- 
tion of the surroundings of the stream as a 
natural park. 3. The use of the manor 
house. 

Possible advantages have been sacrificed in- 
1. Not keeping open the view either from 
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the community building or enough of the 
houses. 2. Not preserving the larger groups 
of trees. 

The road plan is economical. Both frontages 
are very fully used, 136 residences are pro- 
vided instead of the 85 minimum required. 
This is only four to the acre or about three 
and one-half for the free-standing or at- 
tached houses. It should not be crowded. 
(Radburn is seven to the gross acre). How- 
ever, the houses fit tightly to the lots. The 
row houses are particularly cramped. In spite 
of the good distribution of parks, views from 
most of the houses do not seem spacious. 
Vehicular access to houses is convenient. The 
cul-de-sacs are short. Although the row 
houses are served economically by a group 
garage compound, auto roads are convenient 
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to these houses. There is no access to 
private houses from the main highway. 
Because of the increased number of houses, 
there is more reason for a store ‘group in this 
plan. However, the number of stores seems 
excessive. 

The location of the stores is excellent. It is 
next to the main entrance, but isolated from 
the main highway by an island and parking 
area. Parking is adequate. However, stores 
are on an island completely surrounded by 
roads. It is regrettable that the opportunity 
of connecting the store group with the park 
was not taken advantage of so that members 
of the community might shop with the same 
safety that they would be able to visit any 
of their neighbors, go to the community 
house, all the parks, and the bus station. 
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AMES M. BERKEY 
POKANE, WASH. 


The plan is beautifully molded to the natural 
conditions. The large masses of trees are pre- 
served almost in their entirety. They are used 
as block centers or as protection against the 
neighboring properties. Those at the further 
side of the stream are to be made into a 
Wild Park. The view is opened to the club 
and the high ground behind it, as well as to 
a large number of houses. 

There is no complete connection of park- 
ways by paths insulated from auto danger, 
but there are underpasses between the parks 
surrounding the community house and the 
bridges across the stream. 
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The roads are well located in regard to con- 
tours and access to houses. They are, with 
the exception of one dead-end lane, used 
fully on both sides. The cul-de-sacs are well 
laid out excepting for lack of adequate turn- 
around at the end. There is economy in the 
direct access to garages from road with a 
minimum setback. However, there is an 
excessive regimentation cf the buildings 
which is apparent when one compares this 
plan with the winning design. 

The main defect of this attractive plan is 
the large number of service roads opening 
on the main highway to the north of the 
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property. This would be dangerous for the 
occupants of the two-family houses and a 
nuisance to the automobiles using the high 
way. 

The houses are graded from the twin-houses 
on the north, to the larger villas with private 
gardens on the stream overlooking the Wild 
Park. There is even asmall apartment house. 
All of the houses have garages attached. !t 
is questionable whether any of them could 
be afforded by families of $2,000 incomes 
The orientation of the houses has been 
studied so as to place the garages to the 
north, 
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HAYS, SIMPSON & HUNSICKER, CLEVELAND, OH/O 


A beautiful plan which shows a real feeling 
for the land and the possibility of relating 
human habitation to it so as to secure gra- 
cious living. In this plan, to a greater degree 
than in any of the others, the advantages of 
the site are conserved and utilized. The 
large tree groups are almost entirely pre- 
served. Although a large portion of the banks 
of the stream are not retained for public 
use, but cut up into attractive private 
estates, the community is given a lake in 
the midst of a large public recreation area. 
This is to be made in the lower portion of 
the land by damming the stream. A great 


number of the houses, practically all those 
for the wealthier part of the community, are 
to have a broad outlook over this park and 
lake, and in the direction of the view indi- 
cated on the site plan. Each house is care- 
fully placed in relation to neighboring 
buildings, the contours, and the outlook. 

There is excellent variation in the accom- 
modations for those of different income 
groups. The row houses and the smaller free- 
standing units, in the block to the north, are 
economical in arrangement and relation to 
roads. In fact, this portion of the plan might 
have been given a small central park of its 
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own for the apartments or row houses with- 
out any, or much, additional cost. On the 
other hand, the remainder of the residential! 
portion of the plan is anything but econom- 
ical in its use of roads and private land. !t 
is difficult to see how families with income 
of $7,000 or less, could support these. Thi 
is the outstanding limitation of the design a 
a solution of the program. 

Community buildings have been omitted a 
being impractical of administration in sc 
small an area with such varied ownership 
Stores have been left out of the plan for 
similar reasons. 
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This is an open plan with a great deal of space for outdoor living. The block centers 
have been developed for common use and studied so as to allow for play areas in the 
center of each superblock. However, the various open spaces are separated from each 
other by the roads. Access to the community park for walkers is not direct and would 
probably be dangerous. The community is well guarded from dangers or annoyances 
from the main highway. There is no direct entrance to the houses from it. The road 
system seems unnecessarily long and tortuous. The single entrance from the main 
road is well located at the point nearest to the city center and school. 
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KENT BARKER, MONTREAL, QUEBEC, CANADA 
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This and the following plan, which used 
actual rather than hypothetical sites, were 
considered by the Jury to have unusual merit. 
This plan carries out fully the theory of 
separation of pedestrian and auto traffic. The 
superblock developed forrns part of a com- 
plete neighborhood center indicated in the 
key plan. The well-proportioned park system 
forms the backbone of the plan, tying the 
superblocks together and connecting them 
with the community center. The technical 
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handling of roads, dead-end lanes, and paths 
and parks is admirable. The plan, however, 
does not offer any new suggestions in the 
development of the Radburn idea. 

The shopping center is unusually well 
planned in its arrangement for parking and 
particularly in its relation to the park so as 
to facilitate safe and convenient shopping 
by pedestrians. However, it is questionable 
whether with a local business center in the 
next block this shopping center would be 
needed. 
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This is the plot plan by the authors of the 
house that won a first prize. It is an admir- i 
able study of the relation of the various ele- 


ments of community planning: the house in 
relation to block plan and park, to neighbor- 
heed life focusing on school, church, and 
community building, and finally, in relation 
to the working places of the members of the 
-ommunity. The neighborhood plan would 

lave been improved if it had been intersected 
2y fewer roads. 
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RICHARD IVES and G. ALBERT CHANDLER, MEMPHIS, TENN. 


LAND USE 
RESIDENTIAL 14.74 
BUSINESS 9A 
PARKS 240A 
STREETS 644 


TOTAL -35.0A 


The parks are well located on both sides of 
the stream and in the centers of the blocks. 
The view is open to a large number of the 
houses and to the high point of the park 
where the manor stood. 

In spite of the spaciousness of the open 
parkland, the houses appear cramped. This 
is largely because they are lined up on lots 
not much wider than themselves with the 
same setback as their neighbors. 

The street system is, as a whole, simple, 
though slightly complicated by division into 
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two roads in the southwest section. If one 
or even better, both, of the cross (east- 
west) roads in the northern end had been 
dead-ended, the plan would have been 
greatly improved. The parks could thus have 
been connected for pedestrians without great 
loss of convenience or time for vehicles. 
Shops as well as houses are isolated from the 
traffic of the main highways. Entrance to the 
parking area in front of the stores might 
have been more direct for the inhabitants 
of the community. 
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Mm BUILDING MONEY 


FHAdministrator McDonald 


MILESTONES IN MORTGAGE INSURANCE 


are FHA’s fourth birthday, Administrator McDonald’s reappointment. 


A look at the man and his $2.5 billion business. 


A BIRTHDAY, a week’s business, and a 
man’s reappointment last month occa- 
sioned a tripartite celebration by the Fed- 
eral Housing Administration. Thus, as 
Government’s No. 1 insurance agency 
entered its fifth year, adding machines on 
June eleven labored to calculate the week’s 
commitments for mortgage insurance, 
finally produced a record-breaking total of 
%17 million. Loudest celebration, however, 
burst forth at mid-month when announce- 
ment came from Capitol Hill that FHAd- 
ministrator Stewart McDonald, whose 
term was to expire with June, had been 
ppointed to succeed himself. 

And well might Administrator McDon- 
ld’s appointment provoke public approval. 
‘‘nder his supervision two million mort- 
agors the country over have benefited 
vy FHA’s two billion dollar volume of in- 
ired loans. Also under his guidance, 
‘HA has become practically self-support- 
ig—a taxpayer-pleasing status yet to be 
ttained by most of the New Deal’s far- 


ing agencies. 
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En Route. It all began shortly after Oil- 
man James A. Moffett became the Au- 
thority’s first administrator in June, 1934. 
Hurriedly he called Friend McDonald to 
his side, secured him there as Special As- 
sistant to the Administrator. As McDon- 
ald rapidly rose through nebulous rank- 
ings to become Assistant to the Adminis- 
trator, thence Assistant Administrator, he 
was to an increasing extent relied upon to 
keep his eagle eyes on the Administration’s 
personnel and operation details. 

Although not designed primarily as a 
crusading agency, FHA was peopled in 
the beginning with the usual contingent 
of reformers, set in this case on browbeat- 
ing Building’s components into solving 
the mortgage problem overnight. On the 
other hand there was a group of hard- 
headed business men, who considered as 
secondary the FHA’s mild reform aims 
for mortgage and appraisal practice. To 
them, reforms were merely sales talk for 
stirring up their insurance business. More 
of a promoter than an administrator, Mof- 





MONEY 





fett expended little energy in keeping his 
reformers and go-getters under thumb, 
leaned heavily on McDonald to do the 
actual administering. 

The Man. When Moffett relinquished his 
post in May, 1935, to cruise the world and 
return to the Standard Oil Co., it was 
logical for him to suggest to the President 
that First Lieutenant McDonald could 
best fill his shoes. Moffett’s suggestion, 
which Roosevelt followed, has underlined 
McDonald’s skill in. picking and handling 
executive personnel. To Babcock, Colean, 
Fisher, Flanders, McGehee, Powell, and 
others, the Administrator gives great credit 
for carrying forward the programs which 
FHA has sponsored. 

A ruddy-complexioned, conservative 
Scot, Administrator McDonald was born 
in Minnesota some indeterminate 50 years 
ago. Educated at Notre Dame and Cor 
nell (engineering degree), he has since 
navigated nearly a dozen business chan 
nels. He gleaned experience as a director 
of two banks, five industrial companies 
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International News 
On mat, before Senate and House committees, 
FHAdministrator McDonald holds his own. Re- 
sults: FHA’s 1935, 1936 and 1938 amendments. 


On air, second-rate-speechmaker McDonald wisely 
makes few orations. More prolific in news-writ- 
ing. he dots newspapers with promotional blurbs. 


eee 

Acme 
On horse, dapper McDonald canters away spare 
time before Washington’s Riding and Hunt 
Club. Horse: Sailfish by Finn out of Pasquita. 


Underwood & Underwood 
On deck, voyager McDonald moons about his 


automobile company—one-time producer of 
Moons, Dianas and $4,000,000. 


LOANS ACCEPTED FOR FHA INSURANCE 
HUNDREDS OF MILLIONS OF DOLLARS 
2 3 


1 


Modernization & Repair 


CC] Home Mortgages 


GMM L arse Scale Housing Mortgages 


FHA Insurance 


of modernization and 


repair notes commenced in August, 1934, 


amounted to $30,450,583 that year (not shown above). Insurance of other loans began 


in 1935. Title I expired in April, 1937; 


and as police commissioner of St. Louis, 
Mo. He gleaned a little more than experi- 
ence as head of the Moon Motor Co., 
which he developed from a bankrupt car- 
riage concern, sold for $4 million in 1927. 


His job. When appointed Administrator in 
1935, FHA’s Title I, covering moderniza- 
tion and repair loans, was going full tilt, 
Title Il was barely moving. And since 
the latter was to provide the Authority’s 
bread and butter, McDonald immediately 
turned on his promotional faucets, worked 
hard to make home mortgage insurance 
possible and popular. Of the several fronts 
on which FHA has attacked, two have 
been of the greatest importance. First is 
the long-term, amortized, insured mort- 
gage, now universally accepted; second is 
the fostering of large scale, rental housing 
projects through insurance of their mort- 
gages. While the latter type of operation 
has as yet been comparatively small in 
dollar volume, it promises eventually to 
have enormous influence on planning and 
building procedure. 


The Record. That McDonald’s promotion 
administration have borne fruits is 
indicated in an inventory of achievements 
to date. The FHA has done a gross busi- 
ness of 82.5 billion—$600 million un- 
der Title I and, under Title IT, $1.8 bil- 
lion in home mortgage insurance and $60 
million under the large-scale housing sec- 
tion. Gross business includes applications 
for insurance as well as mortgages ac- 
cepted, is therefore in excess of the actual 
amount of insurance in force. While ap- 
plications are not always accepted, they 
provide FHA with welcome appraisal fees. 

A look at the profit and loss sheet 
speaks equally well for the Administrator. 
When FHA began its operations, Congress 


and 
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was revived in February, 1938. 


provided a Mutual Insurance Fund of $10 
million nest egg. By salting away insurance 
premiums and appraisal fees this fund has 
more than doubled in size. Losses under 
Title II have been negligibly small—#24,- 
000—and only a dozen or so houses have 
been acquired through default. Title I 
losses have been larger, today net about 
$7.8 million. However, since most of these 
Title I losses have been suffered in connec 
tion with the sale of acquired equipment, 
Administrator McDonald, never very keen 
about the first section of the Act, has 
tightened succeeding amendments. 

Just as the February amendments 
clamped down on Title I, they liberalized 
Title II and flooded the FHA with new 
business. To wit: the weekly volume of 
home mortgages selected for appraisal av- 
eraged $22 million during March, April 
and May, a 50 per cent increase over the 
corresponding months of 1937. Mortgages 
accepted for insurance are also up: the 
record June week was prefaced in May by 
a $62 million volume—38 per cent above 
May, 1937. 

The FHA is presenting the interesting 
paradox of doing more business while the 
country at large does less. While this state 
of affairs might indicate that the long- 
awaited building boom is already under 
way, inevitable explanation is that, by 
virtue of its increased attractiveness, the 
FHA is obtaining a larger percentage of 
the total mortgage business. As yet no 
boom-producer, this increased business has 
helped the building industry, and also 
helped the FHA. For during April and 
May insurance premiums and appraisa! 
fees ran $850,000 per month—enough t 
operate the Washington office and its 67 
insuring branches with some left over t 
cover unproductive Title I and the farn 
mortgage program. 
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AN EXPERIMENT IN LOW-COST HOUSES 


is Lumber’s bid for business. NLMA builds a laboratory community, 


helps dealers boost sales with eight demonstration homes. 


Next to boxes and crates, Building has 
long ranked as Lumber’s top-flight cus 
tomer. In 1928 it consumed 21 billion feet 
of lumber—or, for those who prefer their 
statistics in a laid-end-to-end analogy. 
enough to encircle the earth 160 times with 
a one-foot duckboard. Coinciding with the 
business cycle, however, Building’s use of 
lumber dropped to 8.4 billion feet in 1933, 
or only 64 loops about the earth, then 
bounced back to 15 billion feet, 115 loops, 
in 1987. And, Lumber is far from pleased 
with current statistics. Now sawing and 
planing a total of 180 million feet per 
week, the country’s mills are running 40 
per cent behind last year, and the New 
York Times’ adjusted index of production 
is see-sawing around 60 per cent of the 
1929-31 average. 

Lumber’s unhappy trends and statistics 
are not news. What make news are Lum- 
ber’s efforts to better them. 

To stimulate the disorganized business 
of boxing and crating would involve a shot 
in the arm for practically every type of 
manufacture—a task too large and too 
complex even to be considered by Lum- 
ber. Next logical step in an attempt to up 
Lumber would be to up Building. And 
that is what Lumber is trying to do in its 
1938 program incorporated under the 
name “The National Small Homes Dem- 
onstration.” Basis for this program is a 
high-powered promotional handbook and 
an impressive sounding “laboratory com- 
munity” wherein eight frame houses cost- 
ing $2,161 to $3,742 are currently being 
erected by the National Lumber Manu- 


Proving ground for NLMA’s battery of eight 
houses is Fairway Hills, a subdivision near 
Washington, D. C. Here lumbermen view 
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facturers Assn. Hope is that local lumber 
dealers throughout the Nation will spon 
sor construction of 100,000 inexpensive 
frame houses, either duplicates or equiv 
alent of NLMA’s eight. If this number is 
built and if the average cost is $3,000, 
Lumber stands to make a $75 million sale, 
on the basis of 25 per cent of the cost of 
a lumber-built house going for lumber. 
More likely, however, is the construction 
of less than 10,000 houses, a lumber order 
of less than $7 million. 


NLMA. Logical agency for promoting such 
a campaign was the National Lumber 
Manufacturers Assn. Founded in’ 1902 
with the standard trade association pur- 
pose of coordinating and promoting the 
activities of its industry, the NLMA is a 
federation of fifteen regional associations 
of lumber manufacturers representing 65 
per cent of all U. S. lumber production. 
These member associations pay dues at 
the rate of 21% pennies per 1,000 ft. of 
lumber cut by constituent mills, hope to 
get their money back in the form of re- 
search and promotional publicity. 

Despite its bevy of honorary officials, 
biggest wig in the parent association is 
Secretary-Manager Wilson Compton, one- 
time Federal Trade Commission economist 
and assistant professor of economics at 
Dartmouth, now and for the past twenty 
years head of NLMA’s administrative de- 
partment and its staff of 40 employes. 
Brother of M.1.T.’s President Karl Taylor 
and of Chicago University’s Nobel prize- 
winning physicist Arthur H., 48-year-old 





the semi-finished laboratory where labor- 
and material-saving methods will pare costs 
to $2,161 for a three-rroom bungalow, to 








MONEY 


Dr. (Ph.D.) Wilson Compton devotes his 
time to guiding the lumber industry from 
NLMA’s Washington headquarters, to 
serving as an attorney, and, in his spare 
time, to farming a 1,000 acre tract on the 
banks of the Potomac 


Experiment. It was early in 1986 that Dr 
Compton and colleagues decided to boost 
Lumber via the building industry. First 
test step came after the Federal Housing 
Administration that year published several 
basic designs for houses estimated to cost 
between $1,650 and $2,900. For their own 
information and satisfaction, the NLMA, 
together with the National Retail Lum 
ber Dealers Association, built’ three of 
these houses in Bethesda, Md. with the 
utmost economy to see if the FHA's 
estimates could be reproduced Surprised 
to find that the combined cost of the three 
houses was less than predicted, the NLMA 
saw in the experiment possibilities of na 
tion-wide reproduction of the designs by 
lumber dealers and builders. Thus the 1937 
home demonstration program was born 
Complete plans, specifications and cost 
breakdowns of the three FHA houses were 
prepared and distributed to 6,000 lumber 
dealers and other persons who vouched 
that they would do some kind of promo 
tional activity for the demonstration pro 
gram—actual building or otherwise. But 
Recession set in, and at year’s end a sur 
vey by F. W. Dodge Corp. indicated that 
only 2,680 dealers in half as many com 
munities had built some form of finished, 
low-cost demonstration home. In recogni 


$3,742 for a seven-room house with garage. 
When the community is completed, the 
public will be invited to look and buy. 
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House No. |, a free-standing apartment 
suite, offers minimum accommoda- 
tions for a family of two, features 2 in. 
plank flooring atop joists spaced at 
6 ft. intervals. Advantages claimed 
over conventional floor construction 
are increased insulation (there is no 


basement) and decreased labor costs. 


tion, the American Trade Assn.. in meeting 
at French Lick Springs last fall, solemnly 
awarded to NLMA its first prize for the 
vears most outstanding achievement 


among trade associations. 


Laboratory. Conceived as a_ sideshow, 
NLMA’s 1938 laboratory community is 
today the whole show and will continue as 
such until the predicted thousands of 
houses are completed in outlying localities. 
For its laboratory the NLMA purchased 
at $4,250 (allotment for construction of 
the community is $30,000) eight lots from 
Bannockburn Heights Improvement Co. 
This important Philadelphia and Wash- 
ington landowner has since dedicated the 
t3-acre tract exclusively to the construc- 
tion of under-$5,000 houses, named _ it 
Fairway Hills in honor of an adjacent golf 
course. The property, situated in Mary- 
land six and a half miles up the Potomac 
River from the Capital, was undeveloped 
prior to NLMA’s purchase. Now it has one 
street, bearing the name of Housing’s 
congressional champion—Robert Ferdinand 
Wagner. And, on Wagner Lane, in various 
stages of construction are the Lumber 
Association’s 1938 models. 

Much as each year’s automobiles are 
better than preceding models, NLMA’s 
1938 houses surpass last year’s—if not in 
architectural appearance, then in planning 
and construction. Design was in the hands 
of Architect Lawrence W. Stevens, a quiet, 
studious youth of 23, fresh from the Uni- 
versity of Virginia School of Architecture, 


House No. 2, slightly larger, is an ex- 
periment in plywood. (All costs shown 
on these pages are those estimated for 


completed houses at Fairway Hills. 


~ 
Buckingham Photos 


They include labor, 


equipment, exclude cost of land and 


financing, realtor’s 


contractor’s profit.) 


and 41-year-old R. G. Kimbell, an NLMA 
veteran who for eighteen years has held 
the title of Technical Director. Theirs was 
the task of producing a group of low-cost 
houses that would 1) be rectangular, 2) 
have the fewest possible partitions, 3) 
have all floor joists and roof rafters of 
standard length lumber, 4) permit the use 
of standard stock materials available in 
all localities, 5) provide for future ex- 
pansion and a variation of exterior treat- 
ments, and 6) include, of course, as much 
lumber as reasonably possible. In addition, 
it was required that the houses as a group 
represent a progression in accommodations, 
running from a minimum space for two 
persons to a maximum space for a family 
with three children. A budget was applied 
to each phase of construction and gave, for 
instance, a hardware allotment of not more 
than 85 cents to each door. 

From a batch of 26 sets of plans were 
selected eight which most nearly toed the 
mark. Although each of the selected houses 
has four exterior variations, architectural 
design was considered secondary to the ne- 
cessity that each house contribute some- 
thing to the low cost field. Meeting of all 
these requirements is NLMA’s laboratory 
community with its eight houses for which 
ground was broken in mid-April. All vary 
in one construction phase or another, will 
therefore furnish some interesting cost re- 
lationships upon completion. 

Most noteworthy feature of each house 
is its cost, attributable for the most part 
to use of stock materials in standard sizes. 


THE 
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materials and 
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Further cost reduction was obtained by 
using, in certain houses, plank flooring 
atop joists 6 ft. apart, plywood, overhang- 
ing second floors, plank wall construction 
low grade finish flooring in short lengths 
(common oak shorts at $32 per thousand) 
and by preparing framing members and 
sheathing with a power saw. A saw crew 
cut all such members before an erection 
crew placed them in position, thus made 
it possible for four men to frame House 
No. 7, the largest, in a day and a half. 
However, since mechanical sawing was not 
used on all of the houses, the NLMA will 
upon completion of the group be able to 
tell the world just how much money this 
phase of prefabrication saves. 


Demonstration. Also upon completion of 
the group, Washington residents will be 
invited to visit Fairway Hills, NLMA’s 
conception of the ideal low-cost  sub- 
division. All houses will be completely 
finished inside, yards will be sodded, and a 
minimum amount of shrubbery will be 
sprouting. All will be equipped with a 
complete factory-made kitchen outfit, in- 
cluding sink cabinets, stove and mechan- 
ical refrigerator. 

Despite the fact that to date only 
lumbermen and others interested in build- 
ing from a business standpoint have been 
encouraged to inspect construction, lay- 
man attendance has been large. So large, 
in fact, that the NLMA now has a list 
of 40 homeseekers who have said that they 

(Continued on page 80) 
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House No. 3 will pacify lumber dealers who sell half-logs to people 
wishing their summer cottages to look like log cabins, Such “logs” 


are specified for artificial shutters and corner decorations, More 


important, being the same size as house No. 2, its $2,782 cost indi- 


cates that $200 is the additional price of a basement. 
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House Ne. 4 has the same width as No. 3, but to its length has 


been added a volume equal in cost to No, 3’s basement, Result+ 


are an extra bedroom, a utility reom, a larger living room and 


a comparison of the expenses of under-ground and above-ground 
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House No. 5 is the most modern-looking one in the group of eight. 


tion of 

will be Described as a building whose basement is “built of wood 
ie A (and) ... brought up out of the ground.” it features a combina- 
ieee =~ : tion porch-garage whose hinged plywood panels make it readily 
and . ; i convertible into either. 

will be $ 

with a 


fit, in- 


echan- 


> only 

build- , K | 
e been 7 2 Fl QnOry. 
Ms lay- , House No. 6, to economize on excavation and foundation costs. | 
large. j was designed with a small first floor and a larger second floor ; 
ae ct ‘a . ; which over-hangs 2 ft. in front and rear. Planning is such that the 

7 r = house may situated upon the site im any of three directions, still 


have a living room door to the street. 





(Continued from page 78) 

would like to buy one of the unfinished 
houses. This list will be used about August 
1, when the eight houses will have been 
open to the public for 30 days and will 
then be dumped upon the market. NLMA 
wants no profit from the sales, will charge 
only cost plus land plus 10 per cent for the 
contractor plus 5 per cent for the realtor. 
While these prices will not be divulged, 
good guess is that they will range from 
%2,900 for House No. 1 to $4,900 for No. 7. 

Besides 
nity, Fairway Hills serves another purpose. 
It is an example of what the NLMA hopes 
the Nation’s lumber dealers will establish 
While but few could 
swing a group of eight houses, it is hoped 
that at least one demonstration home will 
be sponsored in each city and town and 
that a goodly smattering will crop up in 


being a laboratory commu- 


in their localities. 


rural sections. 


Mechanics. To start the ball rolling, the 
NLMA this year sent a folder to 20,000 
leading lumber dealers, builders and real- 
them that the 
demonstrators, after the 


telling way to sell 


with 


tors 
houses is 
fashion of the automobile salesman. In- 
cluded in the folder: sketches and cost 
estimates of the eight houses and a declara- 
tion that further information and _ the 
larger 1938 Demonstration Manual could 
be obtained free of charge. Back to the 
NLMA came requests for 5,876 Manuals. 


They in turn prompted requests for a total 
of 7,503 sets of working drawings, ma- 
terials lists and specifications for one or 
another of the eight houses. Offered for 
publicity purposes were canned newspaper 
stories, free mats for newspaper reproduc- 
tion and, at nominal costs, silk banners 
and colored posters of individual houses. 

Once the local lumber dealer is supplied 
with all the paraphernalia NLMA can 
offer, he is on his own. Next step is to line 
up a realtor or an operative builder and 
sell him on the mutual advantages of a 
demonstration that 
other building material dealers in town 
have been informed as to the program by 
their trade associations or by leading man- 
ufacturers in their field. Twenty-nine such 
agencies are listed as cooperating with the 
NLMA. Several, including Flintkote, Lucas 
Paints, American Radiator, and Bryant 
Heater, have prepared home demonstration 


home. Chances are 


promotional booklets for general dealer- 
distribution and for “interested” parties 
whose names are supplied them by the 
NLMA. These non-lumber dealers will 
probably make concessions to their lumber 
allies in return for free publicity. 


Results. To sample the reaction to NLMA’s 
program, THe ArcHiTecTURAL Forum at 
mid-June questioned fifteen dealers the 
country over who had indicated an in- 


terest in the demonstration home idea. 


They were asked what they were plan- 


House No. 7 (left) 


ning to do and to comment. Resu ts 
the survey show that houses are eip 
built—some in groups of a hundred [) 
fortunately, however, only a handful ha, 
been completed. 

To the impartial observer, it appear, 
that the NLMA may have missed tly 
boat, for demonstration homes, to « 
complish their purpose, at best should | 
completed and ready for public inspectic, 
at the advent of the home building seasoy 
Completion of 10,000 demonstrators jy 
early spring might well foster the con 
struction of another ten thousand or two 
but completion of 10,000 demonstrators j; 
mid-summer has smaller future signifi 
cance. Since Lumber has adopted one of 
the Automobile’s methods of salesmanship 
perhaps next year it will follow another 
Automobile precept—that of unleashing 
its new models and propaganda well in 
advance of seasonal demand. 

Despite the tardy appearance of its 
fruits, NLMA’s 1938 National Small 
Home Demonstration may yet produce 
significant results for Lumber and Build- 
ing. If current interest on the part of 
cooperating manufacturers and _ dealers 
survives the fall and winter months, and 
chances are that it will, 1938 promotional 
activities will make themselves felt to an 
increasing extent in 1939. And, in the 
meantime, many pertinent facts and fig- 
ures for Building will come from NLMA’s 
laboratory community in Washington. 


is largest of the eight, includes a 


garage and an extra room midway between the first and 


second floors. If this reom were finished as a bedroom. 


cost per room would probably be lowest of the group. 


House No. 8 (right) is significant in its wall construction. 


Instead of the usual stud and sheathing system, inter- 


locking vertical planks have been used. Economy effected 


by this new method may be seen in a comparison of its 
cost with that of No. 4 which is of about the same di- 


mensions and likewise without basement. 
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3UILDING’S UNEMPLOYED 


‘hree-quarter million strong, the second largest idle 
troupe. Administrator Biggers writes census finale. 


Ll; all the unemployed registrants in the 
November, 1937, National Unemployment 
Census stood shoulder to shoulder, 2 ft. of 
space for each, they would make an un 
broken line from Washington, D. C. to Los 
Angeles, Calif. Thus, in the fastest nation- 
vide registration since the World War, 
7,845,016 persons (revised) or more than 
one-twelfth the entire population of the 
1. S. between the ages of fifteen and 74, 
were tallied as being totally without work 
or as emergency workers. 

By Fosterfathers Roosevelt and Hop- 
kins. the task of obtaining and tabulating 
these statistics was given to Energetic 
John D. Biggers, president of Libbey- 
Owens-Ford Glass Co. and rumored candi- 
date for the job of Secretary of Commerce. 
Biggers was also given $5,000,000 (two- 
fifths of which was used) to do the job 
that the Census Bureau had turned down 
on the grounds that it would cost $20,- 
000,000, take fifteen months and interfere 
with their work on the 1940 census. 

Engineered by the U. S. Post Office 
Department through its 46,000 branches, 


Census 


the National 
started on November 16 last. Following 


Unemploy ment 


this voluntary registration from the 35,- 
000,000 U. S. families, a house-to-house 
check-up was made of 1,950,000 persons. 
Result: proof that the original register was 
72 per cent accurate. Then, on January 1, 
little more than six weeks after commence- 
ment of the job, Administrator Biggers 
supplied President Roosevelt) with the 
number of totally unemployed, incidental 
fire for the latter’s budget message. Last 
month, as final figures were released, un 
salaried Biggers announced that the task 
had cost him but $1,986,595.46, that the 
rest of the five million would be returned 
to the Treasury. 

Largest number of unemployed persons 
in any single industry was the 910,855 
recorded under Agriculture. Among the 
general or combined industry groups, 
Manufacturing and Mechanical Indus 
tries led with a total of 2,486,479 regis 
trants. Largest sub-total in this field, and 
second largest single entry, was building 
labor: 763,538 unemployed. This statistic 





Thomes D. Me Avoy 


Census-taker John D. Biggers 


breaks down into 488.288 totally without 
work, 275.305 emergency workers; ex 


cludes persons in related or dependent in 


dustries whose unemployment might treble , 


this total. The ratio of this army to the 
men of their rank who were gainfully em 
ployed in 1930, according to the Census at 
that time, 190 men per thousand, Shown 
in the following tabulation are Unemploy 
ment Census data for the building indus 
try and all industries, State by State 


PERSONS WHOLLY UNEMPLOYED—AIl Industries and the Building Industry 








All Building All Building 
State Industries Industry State Industries Industry 
ALABAMA 133,172 8,3027 NEBRASKA 38,349 3.4784 
ARIZONA 11,854 1,494 NEVADA 90: 374 
ARKANSAS 82,678 4,496 NEW HAMPSHIRE ) 
CALIFORNIA 238,607 27,4207 NEW JERSEY x ; 
COLORADO 39,49¢€ NEW MEXICO ) 
CONNECTICUT 60,869 71 NEW YORK 83.48 g 
DELAWARE 8,044 50 NO. CAROLINA g g 69 
DIST. OF COL. 33,969 3,253% NO. DAKOTA 174 
FLORIDA 67,243 6,955 OHIO 4 
GEORGIA 116,29 8,972 OKLAHOMA 9 7 
IDAHO 16,578 1,743 OREGON 2 6,021 
ILLINOIS 298,580 30,201 PENNSYLVANIA 49 
INDIANA 117,059 10,6773 RHODE ISLAND 
IOWA 53,402 6,057 3 SO. CAROLINA 64 4,20 
KANSAS 55,790 5643 SO. DAKOTA 5 
KENTUCKY 117,202 9,515% TENNESSEE ) 
OUISIANA 86,346 5.8157 TEXAS - 4 
MAINE 33,373 3,065% UTAH 
MARYLAND 51,85¢ 554 VERMONT 7,088 
MASSACHUSETTS 214,61 9,254 VIRGINIA 
MICHIGAN 170,477 16,460 WASHINGTON 80,8 89 
MINNESOTA 83,24 9,383 W. VIRGINIA 4 - 
MISSISSIPPI 78,167 4,362 WISCONSIN 6,24 
‘ISSOURI 168,973 4.4577 WYOMING 6,944 893 
‘ONTANA 24,996 2,6307 


denotes first place, + denotes second place in the comparison of Building's unemployed with the unemployed of any other single industry within the State 
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LESSONS IN RENOVATION 


taught by 200 volunteers. Banking and Building team up, 
push reconstruction of New York’s tenements. 


F we thousand eight hundred and forty- 
three buildings in New York City are 
hoarded up—not because their tenants are 
away on vacation but because they have 
no tenants. Those that could wisely be 
renovated and reopened would house close 
to 40,000 families, 
many as the Metropolitan Life Insurance 
Co. will tenant in its vast Bronx project 
and at a fraction of the cost. But, despite 
what municipal and Federal Governments 
have done to make remodeling easier, most 
owners of these boarded-up buildings and 
others sadly in need of renovation have 


low-income twice as 


been content to let them continue as is un 
til demolition or collapse. 

Mindful of the situation and of the fact 
that U. S. Housing Authority earmark- 
ings for New York City will barely dent 
the surface of the local low-rent dwelling 
shortage, Fiorello H. LaGuardia, U. S.’s 
most housing-conscious mayor, on March 
8 conceived his Committee on Property 
Improvement. Named as city chairman was 
Banker Bernard F. Hogan, president of the 
Greater New York Savings Bank; as bor 
ough and sub-committee chairmen, — six 
other prominent bankers, an architect, a 
realtor and a builder*; as secretary and 
promoter, realty-wise Joseph Platzker of 
the East Side Chamber of Commerce. 

Forthwith this committee of volunteers 
set up offices on Park Avenue in space 
donated by the Bowery Savings Bank 
whose New York City tenement holdings 
are notoriously vast. Reviewing past rec 
ords, it found that 1,650 property 
owners, who in 1936 filed plans for ren- 
ovating, had done nothing since. To this 


was 


group went questionnaires to determine 
work had been delayed, whether 
the indicated $6,000,000 involved 
spent this The Com 
hopes to through 


why 

or not 
would be year. 
mittee also uncover 
this questioning violators of the Multiple 
Dwelling Law who filed plans merely to 
escape litigation, not because they planned 
actual Circularized, 
were the owners of 5,843 boarded-up build- 
ings (2,733 in Manhattan, 2.633 in Brook- 
lyn, 477 in the three other boroughs) who 
were asked if they planned to improve, 
modernize or demolish their holdings. And 


improvements. too, 


all property owners, large and small, have 
been invited through the press and radio 
to bring their troubles to the Committee. 


* Bankers Charles G. Edwards, Charles H. 
Place, Fred Berry, William P. Lough, William 
C. Crittenden, Stewart Hathaway; Architect 
Charles C. Platt; Realtor Laurence B. Hall- 
eran; Builder Edwin H. Thatcher. 


Primary assignment, however, is to ac- 
quaint individual owners with three finan- 
cial aids to renovation. 


Exemption Law. 
Mayor 
exempting 


In January, 1937, the 

Local Law No. 64 
taxation for five 
years all improvements not in excess of a 
building’s current value and not increasing 
the building’s cubage. Just as the Com- 


approved 


from city 


Renovator Bernard F. Hogan 


mittee’s educational program has begun to 
interest many hitherto ignorant owners in 
the advantages of the exemption legisla- 
tion, the privilege of tax exemption is 
about to expire. To benefit by Local Law 
No. 64 renovation must be completed 
prior to September 30, 1938. Since the 
conditions which prompted the original 
legislation still prevail, the Committee on 
Property Improvement, as one of its first 
moves, petitioned the Mayor to extend the 
law for at least another year, subject to 
approval by the State Legislature. 


Prior Lien Law. Another attempt to obtain 
compliance with the Multiple Dwelling 
Law came last year with the passage of the 
Tenement House Repair Law permitting 
the city to correct violations itself, to 
charge cost of alterations as a prior lien 
against the building. Held unconstitutional 
by many, the law is put in force only with 
consent of the building’s owner and mort- 
In effect, therefore, the $500,000 
revolving fund established to service this 


gagee. 


so-called Prior Lien Law is tapped only at 
the wishes of the owner, and the fund 
becomes more important than the law. 


ARCHITECTURAL 


Failure of the Prior Lien Law, now ap 
proaching its first birthday, to pro 
increased renovation has been du 
something other than size of the rey 
ing fund. To wit: only 400 property ow ver, 
have taken advantage of it; $200,000 of th 


original allotment remains untouched, 


NHA’S Title 1. The Mayor’s Committee j, 
doing more than instructing the publi 
as to advantages of the recently revived 
Title I of the National Housing Act, unde; 
which insured loans up to $10,000 may be 
obtained for modernization. It is stumping 
for an important change in procedure 
Title I loans in excess of $2,500 must lx 
approved by an FHA board of review iy 
Washington, D. C., a red-tape formalit) 
which much contemplated 
renovation to die by the wayside. To ex 
pedite matters, the Committee proposes 
that local FHA officials be empowered to 
pass on the large projects or that the work 


has caused 


be done by lending institutions themselves 

In addition to publicizing these three 
boons to renovation, Banker Hogan’s Com 
mittee serves in an advisory capacity. Al 
ready 3,500 New Yorkers have asked for 
information on First they 
are told whether or not it is prudent to 
remodel their properties, and next, if re 
modeling is decided upon, how to do it 
Obviously, some buildings do not warrant 
reconstruction. They include structures 
which are too far gone or are in a “demoli 
tion area.” 


renovation. 


Progress of the Committee has _ been 
frequently bucked by such problems as the 
owner of one tenement in need of renovat 
ing hesitating to start work unless he gets 
assurance that his neighbor-landlords will 
also improve their tenements. To solve the 
problem of block remodeling, the Commit- 
tee calls neighborhood meetings in its audi 
torium-office where groups of 500 to 1,000 
property owners are lectured on the ad 
vantages and methods of mass-renovation. 

Problems of individual 
properties are worth remodeling are ob- 
jectively analyzed by an architect and a 
banker chosen at random from the 200 
who actively but without fee cooperate 
with the Committee. Their recommenda- 
tions are outlined and returned to the 
Committee which passes along the data to 
the owners. The rest is up to them, but it 
is logical for these owners to turn to the 
consulting architects and bankers for fur- 
therance of their renovation. 

Just how great an advance in the dollar 
volume of permits for alterations, addi- 
tions and repairs will be produced by the 
Committee’s efforts is hard to tell. It is 
known, however, that owners of several 
large properties are preparing plans for 
renovation which will be filed later in the 
summer. It is also known that there has 
been a revival in the purchasing of ru 
down properties for the specific purpose of 
rehabilitation. Most important, New York 
City is becoming renovation-conscious. 


owners whose 
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NEW CHARTER ADOPTED 


by 1,174 Federals presages 
saner Savings and Loans. 


Wu H an annual loan business in excess 
of $830 million, the army of 10,000 savings 
and loan associations has rightly been 
decorated as the Nation’s No. 1 home- 
financier.” But it has been the regiment of 
Federal Savings and Loan Associations, 
1,346 strong, and with a yearly loan vol- 
ume of $330 million, that has of late been 
singled out for publicity. Thus, the Federal 
Home Loan Bank Board, godfather of the 
Federals, recently surveyed its wards, an- 
nounced that 1,174, or 87 per cent, of them 
are now operating under Charter K, a 
simplified, more efficient code than em- 
bodied in the largely abandoned Charter E. 

Approved by the FHLBB some 20 
months ago, Charter K is the joint product 
of officers of the twelve Federal Home 
Loan Banks, the U. S. Building and Loan 
League and the FHLBB itself. It was 


* Except in name, savings and loan and 
building and loan associations are essentially 
alike. Therefore, reference to both types is 
made on this page by the term “savings and 
loan association.” It is to be noted, however, 
that all Federal associations are required to 
include “savings and loan” in their titles. 


FHLBB COST INDEX 


takes eighth downward step. 
Pittsburgh area bucks trend. 


Sixce September 1937, the comparatively 
steady trend of labor wages has been out- 
weighed by the decreasing trend of mate- 
rial costs, and the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Board’s monthly small house cost in- 
dex has taken eight consecutive downward 
steps. Last step was based on the survey 
for May, 1938 which covered the FHLBB’s 
Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, Little Rock and 
Los Angeles Districts, revealed that cost 
of the base house was lower in thirteen of 
the reporting cities, higher in five, un- 
changed in three. 

Notable for having experienced the 
greatest percentage increase in building 
costs since inception of the index in Feb- 
ruary, 1936, the Pittsburgh District was 
further spot-lighted by the erratic cost 
trend shown in the May sampling. Thus, 
biggest drop, 5 per cent, occurred at 
Charleston, W. Va., where cost per cubic 
foot decreased 13 mills to 26.1 cents. And 
three Pennsylvania cities (Harrisburg, 
Philadelphia, and Pittsburgh) bolted from 
the general trend, reported increased costs. 
None of these advances, however, was 


greater than 7 mills, or 3 per cent. 
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necessitated by the many faults uncovered 
in the original charter written in 1933 
when the Home Owners Loan Act was 
passed to melt the vast frozen assets of 
the country’s savings and loan associations 
and to create the Federals. 

Charter K’s major contributions to the 
savings and loan business are the elimina 
tion of several puzzling types of share in- 
vestments and the creation of the share 
account. Absent from the new code are 
installment thrift, full-paid income, op- 
tional prepaid and preferred 
shares. Present, instead: investment shares 
and savings shares—the former for a per- 
son who wishes to invest a lump sum, the 


savings, 


latter for the regular or occasional in- 
vestor. 
Other highlights of Charter K: 

@ Penalty through the retention of divi- 
dends due an investor who desires to with- 
draw has been outlawed. In its place: the 
bonus, a more ethical form of encouraging 
long-term, regular savings whereby the in 
vestor receives a premium of ¥% of 1 per 
cent in addition to dividends. Also out 
lawed are membership, repurchase and 
withdrawal fees; fines, forfeitures, and 
assessments. 

@ The lending percentage, limited in the 
old charter to 75 per cent of the appraisal 
value of a building, may now be upped in- 
definitely to the point of discretion with 
the approval of the share holders and the 


FHLBB. Thus FHA mortgage insurance 








FHLBB CUBIC-FOOT COST 
DISTRICTS, STATES, MAY FEB MAY MAY 
AND CITIES 1938 1938 1937 1936 
PITTSBURGH: 
DELAWARE 

WILMINGTON = $0.246 $0.246 $0.241 $0.222 
PENNSYLVANIA 

HARRISBURG 238 §«.243 «©.250 = .226 

PHILADELPHIA 229.232.249.204 

PITTSBURGH 273.280 «= .281_—S 241 
WEST VIRGINIA 

CHARLESTON 261 .248 .245 224 
CINCINNATI: 
KENTUCKY 

LEXINGTON 228 © .220 =.229.—.209 

LOUISVILLE 242 .238 .254 222 
OHIO 

COLUMBUS 241 .237 .260 2 
TENNESSEE 

MEMPHIS 233, 236 = .239'S 210 

NASHVILLE 214 .209° .226 .212 





LITTLE ROCK: 


ARKANSAS 

LITTLE ROCK 215 .215 .220. .216 
LOUISIANA 

NEW ORLEANS 264 «259.243.2212 
MISSISSIPPI 

JACKSON 255 .255 .245 .222 
NEW MEXICO 

ALBUQUERQUE 278 «.271.— 277/251 
TEXAS 7 

DALLAS .ss. .239 .253  .232 

HOUSTON 252 1243 «1258 «= (237 

SAN ANTONIO  .255..252,—s-«.260—s.228 


LOS ANGELES 


ARIZONA 
PHOENIX .280 2714 .281 .253 
CALIFORNIA 
LOS ANGELES .245 .238 .250 218 
SAN DIEGO 251 .244 .254 224 
SAN FRANCISCO 265 .266 267 245 
NEVADA 
RENO 276 273 276 263 


MONEY 


may be used to better advantage. Hard to 
find, nevertheless, is a Federal that will 
touch the new 90 per cent FHA mortgage 
@ All real estate loans, except those ma 
turing within five years, must be amortized 
and retired within 20 years. 

@ Investment provisions are liberalized, 
permit purchase by associations of bonds 
other than “l 
ernment-guaranteeds,” Significance of this 


i; governments” and “gov- 


authorization is reduced by the fact that 
before such investments are made consent 
must be obtained from the FHLBB and 
that the Board will think twice before 
permitting investment even in “munici- 
pals.” 

Effect of Charter Ko on the Federals 
should be a healthy one. In the first place, 
it can be readily fathomed by the average 
investor, Lack of this quality in its prede 
cessor made for tiresome explanation and 
Further, it 
should attract more marketable money to 


increased sales resistance, 
the associations and at the same time bet- 
ter protect the interests of investors and 
borrowers alike. 

To regain lost ground, the Federals and 
their State-chartered 
need such stimulus, Evidence is the 1930 
1936 record: while depositors in mutual 


colleagues sorely 


savings banks increased 11 per cent to 
13.2 million, savings and loan depositors 
who totaled 12.4 million in their peak year 
of 1930 have since fallen off at the rate 
of a million a year. 


The House on Which Costs Are Reported |. 
a detached 6-room home of 24,000 cubi« 
feet volume. Living room, dining room, 
kitchen, and lavatory on first floor; 3 bed 
rooms and bath on second floor. Exterior 
is wide-board siding with brick and stucco 
as features of design. 

The house is not completed ready for 
occupancy. It includes all fundamental 
structural elements, an attached l-car 
garage, an unfinished cellar, an unfinished 
attic, a fireplace, essential heating, plumb 
ing, and electric wiring equipment, and 
complete insulation. It does not include 
wall-paper nor other wall nor ceiling finish 
on interior plastered surfaces, lighting fix 
tures, refrigerators, water heaters, ranges 
screens, weather stripping, nor shades. 

Reported costs include, in addition to 
material and labor costs, compensation 
insurance, an allowance for contractor's 
overhead and transportation of materials, 
plus 10 per cent for builder’s profit. 

Reported costs do not include the cost 
of land nor of surveying the land, the 
cost of planting the lot, nor of providing 
walks and driveways; they do not include 
architect’s fee, cost of building permit, 
financing charges, nor sales costs. 

In figuring costs, current prices on the 
same building materials list are obtained 
every three months from the same dealers, 
and current wage rates are obtained from 
the same contractors and builders 
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FANFARE MAKES A SUBDIVISION 


in Seattle, excites construction of 42 owner-built houses. 


Two radio announcers turn realtors, sell lots. 


% 

Some subdivisions have flourished un- 
heralded their 
especially their plots advan- 


because prices have been 
attractive, 
because they 
rode the wave of a View 
Ridge, a middle-priced subdivision seven 
miles from the heart of Seattle, 


naturals, but 


tageously located or merely 


building boom. 


bases its 


success on none of these 
rather upon the continuous, exciting fan- 
fare that has accompanied its develop- 
ment, 

View Ridge was hatched in the depres- 
darkened year of 1934 when Radio 
Albert Balch and Robert P. 
Jones set out in search of a likely place 
to build homes for their families. Idea of 
a subdivision after they 
covered that 40 acres atop a foothill near 
Lake Washington could be purchased for 
a song. Pooling their ready money—$25 in 
all—they obtained an option from Land- 
owner August Mehlborn who was deep in 


sion 
Announcers 


came only dis- 


downtown business properties and anxious 
to part with this undeveloped tract just 
outside the city’s northern limits. 
Neither of the 34-year-old subdividers 
had had any real estate experience. Both 
had graduated from the University of 
Washington. Prior to joining radio station 
KOMO-KJR, Balch had been with a Seat- 


tle investment house, Jones with a small- 


Most expensive and one of the first to be 
erected in View Ridge is the house of Sub- 
divider Balch, Designed by Architects George 


town (Ellensburg, Wash.) newspaper. But 
somewhere these new-born realtors had 
picked up a batch of ideas that figured 
prominently in the development of their 
project. Before the 30-day option expired, 
they had subdivided and sold enough lots 
to make the necessary down payment on 
their 40-acre purchase. (The balance was 
paid before it came due with cash from 
the sale of other lots. Since then 20 more 
been bought, an option ob- 


acres have 


tained on an additional 60.) 


Record. Last month the View Ridge 
foster-fathers beamed upon the following 
record: 46 houses built, 18 under construc- 
tion and 20 more in the blueprint stage. Of 
those completed, all but four have been 
owner-built, all have been sold. All houses 
under construction are also owner-built. 
Noteworthy in so large a subdivision is 
the fact that owner-built houses account 
for 94 per cent of the total. Reason for 
this unusual ratio is that the subdividers 
have confined themselves to selling lots 
(sales in April and May alone amounted 
to 39, brought the total of lots sold, but 
as yet vacant, to 100) and promoting the 
subdivision as a whole, have let contrac- 
tors assume the risks for what little specu- 
lative building has been done. 


Wellington Stoddard, Harrison John Over- 
turf and DeWitt Griffin, it cost $15,500 ex- 


clusive of the lot (125 x 178 ft.) valued 


THE 


ARCHITECTURAL 


Land. Platting of View Ridge was unim- 
aginative, reflecting perhaps the hasty de- 
velopment. Although some curved avenues 
were made to follow contours, bulk of the 
property was divided with a gridiron pat- 
tern. Most of the lots, however, were af- 
forded a view of the lake and nearby 
mountains by virtue of the sloping terrain. 
Neither a shopping center nor a commun- 
ity center was provided, but two acres 
were set aside as a playground. Adjacent 
to the north is the semi-exclusive Sand 
Point Golf and Country Club; to the east, 
separating View Ridge from Lake Wash- 
ington, is the Sand Point Naval Air 
Station whose zooming seaplanes are ad- 
vertised as more of an attraction than a 
nuisance. 

Few and flexible building restrictions 
were placed upon the subdivision. Houses 
in the lower portion, where lots sell for 
$450 to $650, must cost at least $4,500; in 
the upper section, where lots range from 
$650 to $950, the minimum cost limit was 
set at $6,000. Location of a house on a lot, 
its plan, design and size are all subject to 
the approval of Messrs. Balch and Jones 
who at last gave up their careers in radio 
to become full-fledged realtors. 

Costs of View Ridge houses have varied 
between $5,950 and $19,000 (including 
lots) , have been financed largely by mort- 
gagees representing such prominent insur- 
companies at the New York Life, 
Prudential, Occidental, and Travelers, and 
by several local banks and savings and 
loan associations. Majority of mortgages 
bear interest at 5 per cent, run for fifteen 
or sixteen years and carry FHA insurance. 


ance 


(Continued on page 86) 


at $4,500. Its 35,000 cu. ft. cost about 43 cents 
each. Note the large areas of hand-split shingles 
which blend with the woody entourage. 
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ONSTRUCTION OUTLINE 


HOUSE, PAGE 84) 
LL CS, 
OUNDATION: Walls—poured, reenforced 
ncrete. Waterproofing—hot tar on outside 
undation walls; Armor coat on interior 
sncrete walls, Armor Laboratories, Inc. 
STRUCTURE: Exterior walls—hand-split 
edar shakes, Drake Forest Products Corp., 
sisalkraft paper, The Sisalkraft Co.; 3/2 in. 
ni-Fil insulation, Abestos Supply Co., be- 
tween shiplap and !/2 in. Fir-tex plaster base, 
Fir-tex Insulating Board Co., Ya in. sand 
plaster. Floor construction—shiplap diag- 
onally laid over straight grain, kiln dried 
joists. 
ROOF: Covered with hand-split cedar shakes, 
Drake Forest Products Co. All lumber from 
Weyerhaeuser Timber Co. 
SHEET METAL WORK: Flashing, gutters 
and leaders—16 gauge copper, Chase Brass & 
Copper Co. 
INSULATION: Outside walls (see structure). 
All ceilings—Fir-tex plaster base, Fir-tex In- 
sulating Board Co. Attic floor—Uni-Fil 
poured on top, Asbestos Supply Co.; rock 
wool used in all spaces where fill insulation 
could not be used. Roof—Fir-tex board. 
Weatherstripping and thresholds—Chamberlin 
Metal Weather Strip Co. 
WINDOWS: Sash—mill made, casement 
throughout. Glass—single strength, quality A, 
Pittsburgh Plate Glass Co. Screens—Nu-Roll 
for casement windows, Chamberlin Metal 
Weather Strip Co. Blinds—Venetian and reg- 
ular, Columbia Mills, Inc. 
FLOORS: Living room, bedrooms and halls— 
clear plain red oak, 13/16 in. Perfection 
Brand, Arkansas Oak Flooring Co. Kitchen 
and bathrooms—fir, covered with linoleum. 
WALL COVERINGS: Living room, halls and 
kitchen—paint, Miller Paint Co. Bathrooms— 
Linowall. 
WOODWORK: Trim, shelving and doors— 
select fir. Garage doors—Overhead Door Corp. 
HARDWARE: Solid bronze, Russwin, Russell 
& Erwin Mfg. Co. 
ELECTRICAL INSTALLATION: Wiring sys- 
tem—knob and tube. Switch—Harvey Hub- 
bell, Inc.; Edwards & Co., Inc. chimes for 
front and rear doors. 
KITCHEN EQUIPMENT: Range, refrigera- 
tor, garbage disposal, sink, dishwasher, cab- 
inet, washing machine and driers—General 
Electric Co. Ventilators—West Wind fan, 
Western Blower Corp. 
BATHROOM EQUIPMENT: All fixtures by 
Standard Sanitary Mfg. Co. 
PLUMBING: Water pipes—Chase Brass & 
Copper Co. Soil pipes—cast iron. 
HEATING AND AIR CONDITIONING: Arco 
air conditioner, filtering, humidifying, cooling 
and warming, American Radiator Co. Boiler 
—Arco Ideal oil burning with oil burner. 
Radiators—American Radiator Co. enclosed 
convectors; control switches—Detroit Lubri- 
cator Co. Valves—H. A. Thrush & Co. 
Humidistat and windowstat, J. Friez & Sons, 
Inc.; aquastat—Minneapolis-Honeywell Reg- 
ulator Co. Fireplace heater—Heatilator Co. 
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Representative of View Ridge residences in the middle-cost brackets is the house above. It 
illustrates the most popular size in the subdivision, cost $9,000, including lot. House (below) 
has been chosen from the lower-cost class. Sold at the price of $5,950, including a 75 «x 135 
ft. lot, it was paid for on the basis of $595 down and $47 per month. Architect Lowell Casey 
has handled admirably the planning of a one-story house without basement whose compact, 


central hall serves all living elements. 


MONEY 
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(Continued from page 84) 
Although most of the lots have been sold 
for 20 to 33's per cent down with the bal 


ance due in twelve to eighteen months, 


Balch and Jones are currently accepting 
smaller initial payments. 


Publicity. Mainstay of the signal success 
of View Ridge is its effective, yet com 
paratively inexpensive publicity. Subdivid 
ers Balch and Jones have always and 
obviously been enthusiastic about their 
venture. They boost their project among 
their many friends, thus try to make View 
Ridge a topic of Seattle conversation. Such 
promotion had to serve as an initial in 
terest-rouser until the partners could afford 
paid advertising. But, once the ball began 
to roll and the first lots were sold, they 
entered the newspapers, wherein the knack 
of getting free publicity on pages that held 
the society news played as important a 
part as regular advertising. Smartest pro 
gram of the latter type was that under 
taken in January, 1937 when a heavy snow 
fall prompted other Seattle realtors to re 
duce their advertising space. For several 
days View Ridge dominated real estate 
pages. Result: seven lots were sold while 
other realtors rested. Claim is that one of 
the seven was purchased by an energetic 
young couple who mushed out to the sub- 
division on skis. 

The much-flaunted model home has had 
a tiresome reappearance at View Ridge, 
and the homes of Balch and Jones are 
always open to the public. Other more 
novel stunts: free picnics on the prem 
ises; payment of real estate board dues 
with a check written on a large cedar 
shingle: the mailing of plywood postal 
cards. 

Motorists are directed to View Ridge 
by 150 small road signs posted by the 
Automobile Club of Washington along 
with its own. 

Widely used has been a publicity folder, 
usually a reprint of an article blandly in 
dicating that “now is the time to build” 
and, of course, it was tacked on that View 
Ridge is the place in which to build. The 
promoters were quick to reproduce from 
the Reader's Digest, and send to their 
mailing list, Roy Wenzlick’s “The Coming 
Boom in Real Estate,” were equally quick 
to send out several bullish building reports 
hy Economist Roger Babson. In all, some 
75,000 folders have been showered upon 
Seattle’s potential home owners: and there 
is no indication that this storm of public- 
ity is over. 

Reward for this aggressive publicity 
campaign is the position that View Ridge 
has attained among local developments. 
During 1937 a total of 41 houses was com- 
pleted and sold—more than any other 
Seattle subdivision could boast. And, the 
$100,000 of construction now under way 
indicates that again this year View Ridge 
may head the list. 


PERMITS, FORECLOSURES CLIMB 


while material costs inch up, rents down. Life 


insurance financing breaks all records. 
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